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EXTRACTS FROM THE PREFACE 
TO THE FIRST EDITION 


The long-felt want of a reliable, complete English 
translation of so important a book as Sankara’s Com- 
mentary on the Brhadaranyaka Upanisad has urged 
me to venture on this difficult undertaking. Had the 
long-promised translation by Dr. Ganganath Jha, in 
Mr. Seshachari’s series, come out, or had Dr. Róer 
been living to complete, and revise, his translation, 
which extends only up to the first chapter of the book 
and is long out of print, or if Prof. Hiriyanna of 
Mysore had completed his admirable edition, which 
covers only the first three sections of that chapter, there 
would have been no necessity for another edition. But 
since the presentation in English of Sankara’s longest 
and greatest commentary on the Upanisads seemed to 
me to be overdue, I have prepared this edition for the 
use of those students of Vedanta whose knowledge of 
Sanskrit is not as high as that of English. 

Regarding both the text and the commentary care 
has been taken to make the translation faithful, and 
as literal as possible consistently with smooth reading. 
Owing to the difference in structure between Sanskrit 
and English sentences, great difficulty has been experi- 
enced in those portions where Sankara explains the 
words of the text. As far as possible, I have tried to 
make these passages read like a connected piece. For 
this purpose I have avoided the common practice of 
transliterating the Sanskrit words as they occur in the 
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original text, to be followed by the translation of the 
explanatory word or words—a practice which has a 
very disagreeable jerky effect. Instead I have quoted 
their equivalents from the running translation of the 
text, in the order in which they occur there. These 
have been put in Italics to distinguish them easily from 
the commentary. : The advantage of this direct method 
wil be obvious to every reader. 


The text of the Upanisad has been given in 
Devanagari characters, and has been moderately 
punctuated for easy comprehension. This has neces- 
sitated the disjoining of some words. I have left the 
full stops practically undisturbed. The text is followed 
by the running translation in comparatively large 
types. Next comes the translation of the commentary 
in smaller types. I have mainly used Ashtekar’s 
edition, though I have also consulted the Anandasrama 
edition. Words supplied to complete the sense as well 
as those that are explanatory have been put in 
brackets. Some passages, of both text and commen- 
tary, although possessing a deep spiritual significance, 
have been omitted in the translation to suit the exigen- 
cies of modern taste. Extra space between portions of 
the commentary indicates that the commentary that 
follows is introductory to the next paragraph of the 
text. 


The use of capitals in English has presented an 
additional difficulty. The same word ‘self,’ for in- 
stance, has had to be used sometimes with a capital 
and sometimes without it, according as it signifies the 
individual or the Supreme Self. Occasionally both 
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forms have had to be used in the same sentence, where 
the popular conception about the self as being limited 
has been corrected by a presentment of the truth that 
the two are identical. Those to whom this distinction 
of capital and small letters appears as puzzling will do 
well to ignore it altogether. The same remark applies 
to the question of gender, which in Sanskrit belongs 
to the word itself. In translation the gender has often 
had to be varied according to the English idiom, pro- 
ducing sometimes an unpleasant effect owing to a 
sudden translation. 


I have tried my best to make the translation lucid. 
For this reason I have avoided the repetition of 
Sanskrit terms as far as possible, and substituted their 
nearest English equivalents. This has entailed on me 
the additional labour of finding out the exact sense of 
a word at a particular place. Lengthy discussions 
have been split up into paragraphs, differentiating the 
prima facie views from the conclusion. To effect a 
strict economy of space I have deliberately confined 
myself to the fewest notes possible. But I believe none 
that were essential have been omitted. In such a 
difficult study as this much is necessarily left to the 
good sense of the reader. My aim throughout has 
been practical rather than scholastic. 


I have generally followed the gloss of Anandagiri 
and, wherever necessary, the great Varttika of Sureé- 
varacarya—two invaluable works on this Upanisad. 
But I must confess that in a few places I have been 
obliged to depart from them, as a different explanation 
seemed to me to be more in keeping with the drift of 
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Sankara and the Upanisad. The departures are not 
$o momentous as to require specific mention in every 
case. With regard to passages that needed further 
illumination, I have consulted eminent scholars. 


References to the quotations occurring in the 
commentary have been inserted after almost every 
quotation, as far as they could be traced. In some 
places they have been purposely omitted, as they 
have been mentioned a few lines earlier. Where only 
figures without the name of any book occur, the refer- 
ences are to the Brhadáranyaka Upanisad, unless there 
are clear indications to the contrary. The references 
given are not meant to be exhaustive, except in the 
case of this Upanisad. The references to the Satapatha 
Bráhmana belong to the Madhyandina recension, and 
those of the Mahabharata to-the Kumbakonam edition. 


Mahamahopadhyaya Prof S. Kuppuswami Sastri, 
M.A., 1.E.S., of the Presidency College, Madras, a pro- 
found scholar and well-known authority on Pūrva- 
Mimathsa and Vedanta, has written a learned and 
appreciative Introduction, which considerably enhances 
the value of the book. 


A fairly exhaustive Index has been added, which, 
I hope, will be found useful. At the top of each 
page are given references to the opening and closing 
paragraphs of even and odd pages respectively. 

I take this opportunity of expressing my deep 
indebtedness to all those who have kindly helped me 
in various ways in preparing this work. Many of 
them shall be nameless. My special thanks are due to 
Prof. Kuppuswami Sastri for giving valuable help in 
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the interpretation of several difficult passages as well as 
for writing the Introduction ; to Mahamahopadhyaya 
Pandita Laksmipuram Srinivasacar of Mysore for 
similar assistance in interpretation; to Pandita P. 
Sivasubrahmanya Sastri of Mysore for this as well as 
for tracing a number of references ; to Professor Hanns 
Oertel of Munich and Pandita Rádhaprasada Sàstri of 
the Banaras Hindu University for furnishing a few 
more references ; to Pandita P. Narayana Sàástri and 
Mr. V. Subrahmanya Iyer of Mysore for helping in 
other ways. But for their kindness it would have been 
almost impossible for me to fulfil my task with any 
degree of satisfaction. 


It is scarcely necessary to add that the present 
translation is meant only to facilitate the study of the 
original commentary, and should better be read along 
with it. I shall be glad to have any inaccuracies 
pointed out and the untraced quotations located. It is 
earnestly hoped that the book in its present form will 
supply a much-needed want and help people of both 
Vedanta philosophy and Sankara's unique contribu- 
tion to it. 


July, 1934 MADHAVANANDA 


PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION 


The first edition being exhausted within a com- 
paratively short period, a second edition is being 
brought out. In this edition very little change has 
been made except a slight revision and the addition of 
a few notes. Diacritic marks have been used in the 
Sanskrit words, and a key to the transliteration and 
pronounciation has been added. 


February, 1941 MADHAVANANDA 


PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION 


The third edition is coming out after a long delay 
owing to paper control. In this edition this book has 
been further revised at a few places. 


April, 1950 MADHAVANANDA 


INTRODUCTION 


In compliance with the wishes of the learned 
translator of Sri Sankara’s Bhasya on the Brhad- 
dvanyakopanisad, Swami Sri Madhavanandaji of the 
Sri Ramakrsna Mission, I have much pleasure in 
writing this short introduction to this English rendering 
of the Brhadaranyaka-bhasya. 

I should first congratulate the translator on the 
large measure of success which he has achieved in his 
endeavour to produce a faithful and readable English 
rendering of the greatest of the Upanisad-bhasyas 
written by S7i Sankaracarya. Such of the students of 
the bhasyas of Sri Sankara as may know English better 
than Sanskrit will find in this English translation a 
reliable help to the understanding of the contents of the 
Brhadiranvaka-bhasya. 

The Brhadàranyaka ıs the greatest of the Upa- 
nisads ; and Sri Sankara's bhasya on this Upanisad is 
the greatest of his commentaries on the Upanisads. 
The Brhadüranyaka is the greatest not only in extent ; 
but it is also the greatest in respect of its substance and 
theme. It is the greatest Upanisad in the sense that 
the illimitable, all-embracing, absolute, self-luminous, 
blissful reality—the Brhat or Brahman, identical with 
Atman, constitutes its theme. And, according to 
Sri Sankara, it may be said to be the greatest Upanisad, 
also for the reason that it comprehends both the 
upadesa or revelation of the true nature of the mystic 


viii 


experience of the Brahman-Aiman identity and the 
upapatti or logical explanations of that great doctrine 
of advaita through the employment of the dialectic 
modes of argumentation known as jalpa (arguing 
constructively as well as destructively for victory) 
and vada (arguing for truth). Svi Sankara’s Brhad- 
aranyaka-bháüsya is the greatest of his commentaries 
on the Upanisads in the sense that the great Acarya 
shows in this bhàásya, in a very telling manner, how 
the great truth of Brahman-Aiman identity forms the 
main purport of all the Vedantic texts in general and 
this great Upanisad in particular, and maintains by 
means of his powerful dialectics that the interpretations 
and views of others are unsound and untenable—those 
advanced by the Vedistic realists (Mimamsakas), the 
creationistic realists (Vaisesikas and Naiyayikas) and 
the advocates of the doctrine of bhedabheda (difference- 
cum-identity) like Bhartrprapanca. Sri Suresvara 
describes $77; Sankara's Brhaddranyaka-bhasya in these 
terms in the second verse of his great Varttitka on his 
Bhasya:— 


vat aAA Greases | 
depressum ste Gat amen u" 


The older meaning of the term Upanisad is ‘Secret 
word’ or ‘Secret import’ or ‘Secret doctrine.’ As long 
as it was understood in this sense, the emphasis was 
on the mystic and ultra-rational aspect of philosophical 
thought. When, however, Śri Dramidacarya, one of 
the Pre-Sankara thinkers who commented upon the 
Upanisads, and Sri Sankara, following Sri Dramida, 
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interpreted the term Upanisad as standing for the 
realisation of Brahman-Atman identity (Brahmavidyá), 
which annihilates the beginningless nescience called 
avidyá, or as standing for the ancient text helpful in 
that realisation, the emphasis was shifted to the 
harmony between the inner mystic vision of the unity 
and universality of Atman as the absolute being-spirit- 
bliss saccidananda) and the philosophical conclusion 
that may be reached by a proper use of logic and 
dialectics. It is necessary to bear this in mind in 
endeavouring to appraise justly the philosophical and 
exegetic worth of Sri Sankara's commentary on the 
Brhadaranyaka. 


This great Upanisad consists of three kandas— 
the first being called the Madhu-kamnda, the second the 
Yajnavalkya-kanda or the Mwuni-kánda, and the third 
the Khila-kanda. The first Randa conveys the main 
teaching of the advaita doctrine and is of the nature 
of upadesa ; the second embodies the logical argument 
and explanation showing the soundness of the upadesa; 
and the third deals with certain wfasanas or modes of 
meditation. The first two chapters of the Madhu- 
kanda deal with the Vedic rite, Pravargya, which forms 
a part of the ritualistic section (karma-kanda) of the 
Veda ; and according to Sri Sankara, the Upanisad 
really begins with the third chapter of the Madhu- 
kanda. In this chapter, the phenomenal superimposi- 
tion of the world on Brahman is set forth and its origin, 
its full reach and its acme are indicated ; and all this is 
presented as adhydropa or supposititious positing. The 
fourth or the concluding chapter of the Madhu-kanda 
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exhibits in a telling manner the sublation which follows 
and stultifies the supposititious positing of the world in 
the preceding chapter, and elucidates the nature of the 
Brahman-Atman realisation which is invariably and 
‘synchronously concomitant with the sublation ; and 
ali this is apPavaáda or sublation through the stultifying 
realisation of truth. According to S7i Sankara adhyà- 
‘ropa and apavada constitute the chief means of fully 
realising the absolute reality called Suddham Brahma. 
All the details of Vedic rituals, ail the forms of medita- 
tion associated with them, even the greatest of them— 
the horse-sacrifice (as$vamedha) and the meditation 
associated with it, and all the results accruing from 
them—all these constitute the province of nescience 
(avidyā) and even the highest achievement of the 
Hanyagarbha-loka or Brahma-loka is but a part, 
though the acme, of the immense cycle of trnsmigra- 
tion (sarmsára). This is the substance of the account 
of adhyaropa in the third chapter of the Madhu-kanda. 
In the fourth Brahmana of this chapter, the great 
rewards of activities and meditation are described, so 
that a pure and disciplined mind may see their imper- 
manence and detach itself from them ; the undifferen- 
tiated Brahman (avydkrta) representing the meaning of 
Tat. and the differentiated spirit (vyakría) representing 
the meaning of Tvam are then described ; and after 
showing how, in the condition of nescience (avidya), 
one sees difference in the multifarious non-spirit, the 
nature of the vidya or knowledge of the absolute spirit, 
which is the Atman-vidya or Brahma-vidya and brings 
about the realisation of the allness and the wholeness of 
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Ātman, is indicated in the vidyá-sitra— «€ araarida.” 
This is introduced at the end of the description 
of adhyāropa, so that one may not lose oneself in it 
and may find one's way further to the stage ° of 
apavada. Here Sri Sankara discusses the import of 
the vidya-satra. It has to be considered whether this 
text should be taken as a complementarily restrictive 
injunction (niyamavidht), or as an injunction of some- 
thing not got at in any other way (apürvavidhi), or as 
an exclusively restrictive injunction (parisamkhya- 
vidhi). From Sri Sankara’s discussion of the import 
of the vidya-sutra in the Brhadaranyaka-bhasya and 
from his observations about the import of similar texts 
in the Samanvayadhikarana-bhasya, it may be gather- 
ed that this text should be understood as setting forth 
the great truth that the absolute Brahman indirectly 
indicated by the word Aíman, and not any form of 
matter, gross or subtle, or any of its functions, should 
be realised as the only reality ; and, as a matter of 
fact, there is no scope for any kind of injunction 
directly with reference to such reality. Such apparent 
injunctions look like injunctions at the initial stages of 
the quest for truth ; but they ultimately turn out to be 
valid statements of the one great truth for which the 
advaita system stands. The fourth chapter of the. 
Madhu-kànda, or the second chapter of the bhasya, is 
devoted to apavdda and to an elucidation of the 
purport of the vidya-suira. After describing in an 
elaborate manner the corporeal and incorporeal forms 
of the corpus of the material universe superimposed on 
Brahman, this chapter proceeds to convey the great 
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teaching. embodied in the words of the oft-quoted 


text— enr enaan Afa A” and emphatically avers that 
Brahman is not Sanya and can never be brought within 


thé scope of any affirmation, but one may only glimpse 
it indirectly through negations of eliminable factors— 


“Not this, Not this" ‘efa agfa a’). The fourth Brah- 
mana of the fourth chapter introduces Yajnavalkva as 


offering to divide all his earthly possessions hetween his 
two wives—Katydyani and Maitreyi. Maitreyi asks if 
she can free herself from death by possessing the whole 
world filled with wealth, and Yajiavalkya says ‘no’. 
Maitreyi refuses all the riches of the world, saying ''If 
I am not thereby free from death, what are these to 
me?" Yajfavalkya commends the spiritual. fitness of 
his wife’s mind and proceeds to teach her the great 
truth of the Vedantas. Sri Sankara draws pointed 
attention, here, to the value of renunciation (samnyasa) 
as the means of true knowledge (j4ana). There are 
two kinds of sammnyasa—that which the seeker for 
knowledge (jijñāsu) resorts to for the sake of knowl- 
edge, and that which the person who has realised the 
truth (jfànin) resorts to for realising, without any 
hitch, the blissfulness of the condition of liberation 
while living (jivanmukti) King Janaka, the greatest 
of Yajüavalkya's disciples, continued to be a house- 
holder (grhastha) and served the world in perfect 
detachment as a jivanmukta ; but Yājñavalkya, who 
was also a jjvanmuhkia, after making momentous con- 
tributions to the educating and uplifting of the world 
in the sphere of spirituality, desired to renounce his 
life as a householder (gàrhasthya) and to become a 


samnyasin. The ideal of a jivanmukta continuing to 
serve in society is not really opposed to the ideal of 
samnyasa and is beautifully synthesised with it in the 
relation between Janaka and Yajnavalkya in the 
Brhadaranyaka ; and similarly through the delightful 
liaison furnished by Maitreyi, the life of a grhastha is 
unified in the fourth Bráhmana of this chapter with 
the life of a samnydsin. Ydajnavalkya conveys to 
Maitreyi the great truth that the pure spirit —Atman— 
is the ultimate object of all forms of love and is there- 
fore to be understood as the eternal bliss ; and Atman 
should be realised through the duly regulated scheme 
of íravana, manana and nididhydsana—knowing the 
truth from the Upantsads, investigating and discussing 
it, and constant contemplation upon it (“em a at 
aga: Tae Axton akena: ") 

The upadesa in the Madhu-kanda is appropriate- 
ly followed by the upapati or argumentative and ex- 
pository discourse in the Yajsavalkya-kanda. The. 
latter kända consists of the fifth and sixth chapters of 
the Upanisad. In the fifth chapter, the dialectic mode 
of argumentation known as jalpa, or arguing con- 
structively as well as destructively for victory, is 
employed. Ydajniavalkya is presented here as the 
stalwart dialectician in Janaka’s assembly of learned 
philosophers and he fights his way to victory in the 
interest of philosophical truth. The most important 
Brahmana in this chapter is the eighth, in which 
Brahmatattva is elucidated in answer to the questions 
raised by Géargi, the lady philosopher who stands out 
as the most outstanding personality among the philo- 
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sophical interlocutors opposing Ydajiavalkya. In the 
sixth chapter, King Janaka plays the róle, not of a 
controversialist, but of one desirous of completely 
knowing the truth (tativabubhutsu) and the discourse 
proceeds on the lines of argumentation for truth (vada). 
In the third and fourth Brahmanas of this chapter, an 
illustrative exposition of paraloka and moksa is given. 
The fifth Brahmana repeats the dialogue between 
Yajiavalkya and Maitreyi and explains the means of 
self-realisation in the highest sense (atmabodha). In 
commenting upon the concluding sentence of this 
Brahmana—(“CUnaert aama HA ARIE fimen”) 
23 also in commenting upon the text (“amamgn: quifoeci 
tafia”) etc. at the end of the fifth Brahmana of the 
previous chapter and upon vi. iv. 22 of the sixth 
chapter, $7; Sankara discusses the place of samnydsa 
and its value in the advaitic scheme of life and libera- 
tion, and emphasises the necessity for renunciation as 
providing special facilities for unhampered realisation ; 
and in this connection, as elsewhere, he is not in 
favour of any kind of accommodation, in practice or 
theory, with the advocates of the karma-marga. 

The third division of the Brhadéranyaka is known 
as the Khila-kánda and deals with certain modes of 
meditation. The messages of the Brhadadranyaka onto- 
logy are conveyed in the texts —(**er£ saia”; *erami- 
rq"; emma ener fg df) The pragmatic 
message of this Upanisad is embodied in the text 
("enti 3 sem sraisfa”’). The discipline of this Upa- 
misad and its aim are embodied in the soul-elevating 
abhyarohamantra—‘From non-being, lead me to being; 
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from darkness, lead me to light; from death, lead me to 


deathlessness’— (“eat AT EZA; aaa ar ARARA ; 
zedmisud naa”). All the teachings of this Upanisad 


are summed up in the first mantra of the Khila-kanda— 
‘That is the whole; the whole is this : from the whole 
rises up the whole ; and having seized the whole of the 
whole, the whole alone remains'— (art quist: quiere 


quicpiggead | quer quist Maafa n” Such as 


are able to see the defects of the holism of General 
Smuts may find comfort in the unimpeachable wholism 
embodied in this manira at the beginning of the Khitla- 
kanda. This holism of General Smuts may have, indeed, 
a chance of meeting with the approval of advaitic dia- 
lectics, only if it links itself up, as an ancillary, to the 
wholism of the absolute monism of the Brhadaranyaka 

The most striking message of this Upanisad on the ethic- 

al side is embodied in the' lesson which every meditator 
is asked to read in the dental rumblings of the three 
da's (&-&-X) of a thunder-clap, which are suggestive of 
self-restraint(QW) self-sacrifice (&Td) and merciful benev- 
olence (#41), This great ethical teaching is embodied 
in the text—“aaaad Agia qur" and Prajapati 


conveys it to his three classes of children—the devas, 
the manusyas, and the asuras. Such of the men as 
are godly in their nature and are tossed about by 
kama, though otherwise good, should be understood, 
according to Sri Sankara, as gods (®aq:) among men ; 
such of them as are grasping and greedy and actuated 


by lobha, should be taken as men (39II*) among men; 
and cruel men, demonised by krodha, should be taken 
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as demons (8RRTI;). All men should constantly practise 
dama, dana and dayá to exorcise the monsters of kama, 


lobha and krodha. 


Some alien and alien-minded scholars are not 
inclined to see any systematic presentation of a philo- 
sophical doctrine in the Upanisads and believe that the 
Upanisads, including even the Brhadaranyaka, form 
a Spiritual conglomerate of several things of varying 
value belonging to different stages—of thaumaturgic 
pebbles, dualistic and pluralistic toys and monistic 
gems. Those who carefully study the Brhadàáranyaka, 
and $5i Sankara's great bhasya thereon, cannot easily 
resist the feeling that the Brhadaranyaka thought is an 
integral whole which is rooted on the advaita doctrine 
and has it as its precious fruit, which uses a sound 
system of exposition and dialectics easily lending 
themselves to being expressed in the terms of the 
Gautamiya logic, and which refuses to accommodate 
itself in a satisfactory manner to any form of pluralistic 
realism or to any kind of the timid spiritual and meta- 
physical compromises involved in the bheda-bheda 
(difference-cum-identity) phases of monistic thought 
belonging to the Pre-Sankara or Post-Sankara stage in 
the history of Vedanta 


«jf ae sumi? superent drm suh 
JPA: 0” 
MACAU SOMA 
AAT WTAE VA SHAH N 


S. KuPPUSWAMI SASTRI 


NOTE 


The Vedas, which are the oldest religious literature 
of the world, and are the highest authority with the 
Hindus in matters religious, consist of two main 
divisions—the Mantras and the Brahmanas. Though 
the latter are a sort of commentary on the former, both 
have equal authority. A Mantra may be in verse, 
with fixed feet and syllables, when it is called Rc, or 
it may not have any fixity of feet and syllables, when 
it is called Yajus. A Rc that can be sung is called a 
Saman. These three classes of Mantras have been 
grouped into four compilations or Samhitas, which are 
called the Rg-Veda, the Yajur-Veda, the Sama-Veda 
and the Atharva-Veda Samhita. The common name 
for the first three is Trayi, which means a triad. The 
Vedas are also called Srutis, as distinguished from the 
Smrtis, under which comes all other sacred literature, 
and which derive their authority from the Srutis. 


The Vedas are claimed to be eternal. They are 
not the creation of man. Only they were revealed to 
certain highly spiritual persons, called Rsis. 


Each Samhita had one or more Brahmanas, only 
a few of which are extant. The Yajur-Veda, which 
has two forms, Dark and White, has the Taittiriya and 
Satapatha Brahmanas respectively. The White Yajur- 
Veda was revealed to Yajfiavalkya through the grace 
of the Sun, who appeared to him in an equine form. 
Hence, by a derivative meaning, it is also called the 
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"Vàjasaneyi Samhita, and the Šatapatha Brahmana the 


Vaj asaneyi Brahmana. 

Some of the Brahmanas have a portion called 
Aranyaka, in which, oftener than elsewhere, are found 
one or more Upanisads. The Upanisads constitute the 
Jnana-Kanda, as treating of philosophy, while the rest 
of the Vedas is called Karma-Kanda, as dealing with 
rituals. 

The Sarhhitas as well as the Brahmanas had 

various recensions or Sakhas according to their original 
teachers, after whom they were named. The Sata- 
patha Brahmana has the Kanva and Madhyandina 
recensions, which differ greatly from each other in 
content as well as the number and arrangement of their 
books and chapters, the former having seventeen 
Kandas or books, and the latter only fourteen. The 
Brhadaranyaka Upanisad forms the concluding portion 
of the last book, named ‘Aranyaka,’ of both recensions. 
But while the bulk of matter in both versions is the 
same, there are marked discrepancies too. Sankara 
has commented upon the Kanva recension. 


It may be mentioned in passing that this recension 
of the Satapatha Brahmana is not only not in print, 
but is also not easily accessible in its entirety even in 
a manuscript form. This is all the more true of 
Sayanacarya’s great commentary on this Brahmana. 
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KEY TO THE TRANSLITERATION AND 
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th th in ant-hill : 


PRONUNCIATION 

Sounds like — Sounds like 
a oin son S dd 
à ah € dh dh in godhood 
i i short Tn n 
1 ee qd t French t 
u uin full q th th in thumb 
ü oo in boot = d th in then 
r ri q dh theh in breathe her 
e e in bed d n n 
ai y in my q pp 
o oh «wm ph ph in loop-hole 
au ow in zow qa b b 
k k | a bh bh in abhor 
kh ckh in blockhead | H m m 
g g hard q y y 
gh gh in log-hut X rr 
h ng æ 1l 
c ch (not k) d v w 
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Om. That (Brahman) is infinite, and this. 
(universe) is infinite. The infinite proceeds from 
the infinite. (Then) taking the infinitude of the 
infinite (universe), it remains as the infinite 


(Brahman) alone. 
Om Peace! Peace! Peace! 


THE 
BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 


CHAPTER I 


SECTION I 


Om. Salutation to Brahman (Hiranyagarbha’) 
and the other sages forming the line of teachers who 
have handed down the knowledge of Brahman. Salu- 
tation to our own teacher. 

With the words, ‘ The head of the sacrificial horse 
is the dawn,’ etc. begins the Upanisad connected with 
the Vajasaneyi-Brahmana. This concise commentary 
is being written on it to explain to those who wish to 
turn away from this relative world (Sarhsara), the 
knowledge of the identity of the individual self and 
Brahman, which is the means of eradicating the cause 
of this world (ignorance). This knowledge of Brahman 
is called ‘ Upanisad ' because it entirely removes this 
relative world together with its cause from those who 
betake themselves to this study, for the root ‘ sad ’ pre- 
fixed by 'upa' and ‘ni’ means that. Books also are 
called Upanisads as they have the same end in view. 

This Upanisad consisting of six chapters is called 
‘Aranyaka’ as it was tdught in the forest (Aranya). 
And because of its large size it is called Brhadaranyaka. 
Now we are going to describe its relation to the cere- 
monial portion of the Vedas. The whole of the Vedas 
is devoted to setting forth the means of attaining what 
is good and avoiding what is evil, in so far as these 


`. A The being identified with the cosmic mind. 


2 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD (r.r. 


are not known through perception and inference, for 
all people naturally seek these two ends. In matters 
coming within the range of experience, a knowledge of 
the means of attaining the good and avoiding the evil 
ends is easily available through perception and infer- 
ence. Hence the Vedas are not to be sought for that. 
Now, unless a person is aware of the existence of the 
self in a future life, he will not be induced to attain 
what is good and avoid what is evil in that life. For 
we have the example of the materialists. Therefore 
the scriptures proceed to discuss the existence of the 
self in a future life and the particular means of attain- 
ing the good and avoiding the evil in that life. For 
we see one of the Upanisads starts with the words, 
‘ There is a doubt among men regarding the life after 
death, some saying that the self exists, and others that 
it does not’ (Ka. I. 20), and concludes, ‘ It is to be 
realised as existing indeed ' (Ka. VI. 13), and so on. 
Also, beginning with, ‘ How (the self remains) after 
death ’ (Ka. V. 6), it ends with, ‘ Some souls enter 
the womb to get a new body, while others are born. 
as stationary objects (plants etc.), all according to 
their past work and knowledge’ (Ka. V. 7). Else- 
where beginning with, ‘ The man (self) himself becomes 
the light ’ (IV. iii. 9), it ends with, ‘ It is followed by 
knowledge, work’ (IV. iv. 2). Also, ' One becomes 
good through good work and evil through evil work ’ 
(III. ii. 13). Again beginning with, ‘I will instruct 
you' (II. i. r5), the existence of the extracorporeal 
self is established in the passage, ‘ Full of conscious- 
Less (i.e. identified with the mind),' etc. (II. i. 16-17). 
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Objection: Is it not a matter of perception? 

Reply : No, for we see the divergence of opinion 
among different schools. Were the existence of the 
self in a future body a matter of perception, the 
materialists and Buddhists would not stand opposed to 
us, saying that there is no self. For nobody disputes 
regarding an object of perception such as a jar, saying 
it does not exist. 

Objection : You are wrong, since a stump, for 
instance, is looked upon as a man and so on. 

Reply : No, for it vanishes when the truth is 
known. There are no more contradictory views when 
the stump, for instance, has been definitely known as 
such through perception. The Buddhists, however, 
in spite of the fact that there is the ego-consciousness, 
persistently deny the existence of the self other than 
the subtle body.’ Therefore, being different from 
objects of perception, the existence of the self cannot 
be proved by this means. Similarly inference too is 
powerless. 

Objection : No, since the Sruti (Veda) points out 
certain grounds of inference? for the existence of the 
self, and these depend on perception, (these two are 
also efficient means of the knowledge of the self). 

Reply : Not so, for the self cannot be perceived 
as having any relation to another life. But when its 
existence has been known from the Sruti and from 


1 The five elements, ten organs, vital force (with its five- 
fold function) and mind (in its fourfold aspect). Or the ten 
organs, five vital forces, Manas and intellect. 

2 Such as desires etc., which must have a basis, and this 
is the self. 
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certain empirical grounds of inference cited by it, the 
Mimàmsakas and logicians, who follow in its foot- 
steps, fancy that those Vedic grounds of inference such 
as the ego-consciousness are the products of their own 
mind, and declare that the self is knowable through 
perception and inference. 

In any case, a man who believes that there is a 
self which gets into relation with a future body, seeks 
to know the particular means of attaining the good 
and avoiding the evil in connection with that body. 
Hence the ceremonial portion of the Vedas is intro- 
duced to acquaint him with these details. But the 
cause of that desire to attain the good and avoid the 
evil, viz. ignorance regarding the Self, which expresses 
itself as the idea of one's being the agent and experi- 
encer, has not been removed by its opposite, the 
knowledge of the nature of the self as being identical 
with Brahman. Until that is removed, a man 
prompted by such natural defects of his as attachment 
or aversion to the fruits of his actions, proceeds to act 
even against the injunctions and prohibitions of the 
scriptures, and under the powerful urge of his natural 
defects accumulates in thought, word and deed a good 
deal of work known as iniquity, producing harm, 
visible and invisible. This leads to degradation down 
to the state of stationary objects. Sometimes the 
impressions made by the scriptures are very strong, in 
which case he accumulates in thought, word and deed 
a great deal of what is known as good work which 
contributes to his well-being. This work is twofold: 
that attended with meditation, and that which is 
mechanical. Of these, the latter results in the attain- 
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ment of the world of the Manes and so on; while 
work coupled with meditation leads to worlds beginning 
with that of the gods and ending with the world of 
Hiranyagarbha.1 The Sruti says on the point, ‘One 
who sacrifices to the Self is better than one who sacri- 
fices to the gods,’ etc. (S. XI. ii. 6. 13, adapted). And 
the Smrti: ‘Vedic work is twofold,’ etc. (M. XII. 88). 
When the good work balances the evil, one becomes 
a man. Thus the transmigration beginning with the 
state of Hiranyagarbha and the rest and ending with 
that of stationary objects, which a man with his 
natural defects of ignorance etc. attains through his 
good and bad deeds, depends on name, form and 
action. This manifested universe, consisting of means 
and ends, was in an undifferentiated state before its 
manifestation. That relative-universe, without begin- 
ning and end like the seed and the sprout etc., created 
by ignorance and consisting in a superimposition of 
action, its factors and its results on the Self, is an evil. 
Hence for the removal of the ignorance of a man who 
is disgusted with this universe, this Upanisad is being 
commenced in order to inculcate the knowledge of 
Brahman which is the very opposite of that ignorance. 

The utility of this meditation concerning the horse 
sacrifice is this: Those who are not entitled to this 
sacrifice will get the same result through this medita- 
tion itself. Witness the Sruti passages:  ' Through 
meditation or through rites ' (S. X. iv. 3. 9), and ‘This 
(meditation on the vital force) certainly wins the world’ 
(I. iii. 28). 


1 The being identified with the sum total of all minds. 
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Objection : . This meditation is just a part of the 
rite. 

Reply : No, for the following Sruti passage allows 
option: ‘He who performs the horse sacrifice, or who 
knows it as such' (Tai. S. V. iii. 12. 2). Since it 
occurs in a context dealing with knowledge, and since 
we see the same kind of meditation based on resem- 
blance being applied to other rites! also, we understand 
that meditation will produce the same result. Of all 
rites the greatest is the horse sacrifice, for it leads to 
identity with Hiranyagarbha in his collective and 
individual aspects. And its mention here at the very 
beginning of this treatise on the knowledge of 
Brahman is an indication that all rites fall within the 
domain of relative existence. It will be shown later 
on that the result of this meditation is identification 
with Hunger or Death. 

Objection : But the regular (Nitya) rites are not 
productive of relative results. 

Reply : Not so, for the Sruti sums up the results 
of all rites together. Every rite is connected with the 
wife. In the passage, ‘Let me have a wife. . . .... 
This much indeed is desire’ (I. iv. 17), it is shown that 
all action is naturally prompted by desire, and that 
the results achieved through a son, through rites and 
through meditation are this world, the world of the 
Manes and that of the gods respectively (I. v. 16), and 
the conclusion arrived at will be that everything con- 
sists of the three kinds of food:  'This (universe) 
indeed consists of three things: name, form and 


1 As in the passage, ‘This world, O Gautama, is fire’ 
(VI. ii. ir). 
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action’ (I. vi. 1). The manifested result of all action 
is nothing but the relative universe. It is these three 
which were in an undifferentiated state before mani- 
festation. That again is manifested owing to the 
resultant of the actions of all beings, as a tree comes 
out of the seed. This differentiated and undifferen- 
tiated universe, consisting of the gross! and subtle 
worlds and their essence, falls within the category of 
ignorance, and has been superimposed by it on the 
Self as action, its factors and its results as if they were 
Its own form. Although the Self is different from 
them, has nothing to do with name, form and action, 
is one without a second and is eternal, pure, enlight- 
ened and free by nature, yet It appears as just the 
reverse of this, as consisting of differences of action, 
its factors and its results, and so on. Therefore for 
the removal of ignorance, the seed of defects such as 
desire and of action—like the removal of the idea of 
a snake from a rope—with regard to a man who is 
disgusted with this universe of means and ends, 
consisting of actions, their factors and their results— 
having realised that they are just so much, the 
knowledge of Brahman is being set forth, 

The first two sections beginning with, ' The head 
ef the sacrificial horse is the dawn,’ will be devoted 
to the meditation regarding the horse sacrifice, The 
meditation about the horse is described, as the horse is 
the most important thing in this sacrifice. Its import- 
ance is indicated by the fact that the sacrifice is named 


! Earth, water and fire are the gross world, and air and 
the ether the subtle world. Their essence is the simple form 
of each, before its combination with the other four elements. 
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after it, and its presiding deity is Prajāpati (Hiraņya- 
garbha). 

3» | wr a acy Raa fe: | qaa, 
qTd: n, SAAANA, AKAT acapacs 
Pae at: aq, aerfanpror, TIA IAR, 
fa: area, saraca: aie, wasg, RASAT- 
daana wi, aAa AS, AAAA- 
edtfa, am aA gad farar, feret 
Te, WET HAMS Aa, ATTA ITNA 
arm, sua quid: fracasa: afar 
akaa, aaqga meea, atefa aac, 
aR STH N R N 


I. Om. The head of the sacrificial horse 
is the dawn, its eye the sun, its vital force’ the 
air, its open mouth the fire called Vaisvanara, 
and the body of the sacrificial horse is the year. 
Its back is heaven, its belly the sky, its hoof the 
earth, its sides the four quarters, its ribs the 
intermediate quarters, its members the seasons, 
its joints the months and fortnights, its feet the 
days and nights, its bones the stars and its flesh 
the clouds, Its half-digested food is the sand, 
its blood-vessels the rivers, its liver and spleen 
the mountains, its hairs the herbs and trees. Its 
forepart is the ascending sun, its hind part the 
descending sun, its yawning is lightning, its 

1 Represented by the breath. 
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shaking the body is thundering, its making 
water is raining, and its neighing is voice. 

The head of the sacrificial horse, i.e. one fit for a 
sacrifice, is the dawn, a period of about three quarters 
of an hour just before sunrise. The particle 'vai' 
recalls something well-known, here, the time of dawn. 
The similarity is due to the importance of each. The 
head is the most important part of the body (and so 
is the dawn of the day). The horse which is a part 
of the sacrifice has to be,purified ; hence its head and 
other parts of its body are to be looked upon as certain 
divisions of time etc. (and not vice versa) And it 
will be raised to the status of Prajapati by being 
meditated upon as such. In other words, the horse 
will be deified into Prajapati if the ideas of time, worlds 
and deities be superimposed on it, for Prajapati com- 
prises these. It is like converting an image etc. into 
the Lord Visnu or any other deity. Its eye the sun, 
for it is next to the head (as the sun is next to, or rises 
just after the dawn), and has the sun for its presiding 
deity. Its vital force the air, because as the breath 
it is of the nature of air. Its open mouth the fire 
called Vaisvanara. The word 'Vai$vànara' specifies 
the fire. The mouth is fire, because that is its presid- 
ing deity. The body of the sacrificial horse is the 
year consisting of twelve or thirteen! months. The 
word ‘Atman’ here means the body. ‘The year is the 
body of the divisions of time ; and the body is called 
Atman, as we see it in the Sruti passage, ‘For the 
Atman (trunk) is the centre of these limbs’ (Tai. A. II. 


1 Including the intercalary month. 
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iii. 5). The repetition of the phrase ‘of the sacrificial 
horse' is intended to show that it is to be connected 
with all the terms. Jts back is heaven, because both 
are high. Its belly the sky, because both are hollow. 
Its hoof the earth: ‘ Pajasya ' should be ' Padasya ’ 
by the usual transmutation of letters, meaning a seat 
for the foot. Its sides the four quarters, for they are 
connected with the quarters. It may be objected that 
the sides being two and the quarters four in number, 
the parallel is wrong. The answer to it is that since the 
head of the horse can be in any direction, its two sides 
can easily come in contact with all the quarters. So 
it is all right. Its ribs the intermediate quarters such 
as the south-east. Its members the seasons: The 
latter, being parts of the year, are its limbs, which 
brings out the similarity. Its joints the months and 
forinights, because both connect (the latter connect the 
parts of the year as joints do those of the body). Its 
feet the days and nights. The plural in the latter 
indicates that those’ pertaining to Prajapati, the gods, 
the Manes and men are all meant. ‘ Pratisthà literally 
means those by which one stands ; hence feet. The 
deity representing time stands on the days and nights, 
as the horse does on its feet. Its bones the stars, both 
being white. Its flesh the clouds: The word used in 
the text means the sky, but since this has been spoken 
of as the belly, here it denotes the clouds which float 
in it. They are flesh, because they shed water as the 


! A month of ours makes a day and night of the Manes. 
A year of ours makes a day and night of the gods ; and 
twenty-four million years of the latter make a day and night 
of Prajapati, equivalent to two Kalpas or cycles of ours. 
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flesh sheds blood. Its half-digested food in the 
stomach is the sand, because both consist of loose 
parts. Jts blood-vessels the rivers, for both flow. 
The word in the text, being plural, denotes blood- 
vessels here. Its liver and spleen the mountains, both 
being hard and elevated. ‘Yakrt’ and ‘Kloman’ are 
muscles below the heart on the right and left. The 
latter word, though always used in the plural, denotes 
a single thing. Its hairs the herbs and trees : These, 
being small and large plants respectively, should be 
applied to the short and long hairs according to fitness. 
lis forepart, from the navel onward, is ihe ascending 
(lit. 'rising') sus, up to noon. Its hind part the 
descending (lit. ‘setting’) sun, from noon on. The 
similarity consists in their being the anterior and 
posterior parts respectively in each case. Its yawning 
or stretching or jerking the limbs ts lightning, because 
the one splits the cloud, and the other the mouth. Tts 
shaking the body is thundering, both producing a 
sound. [Its making water is raining, owing to the 
similarity of moistening. And its meighing ts voice or 
sound—no fancying is needed here. 
veal av graa, qr qu uH 
aft: , a qaarakaranad, acm aq 
atfa: ; aut at aa nf deque) eat 
yen Farrar, ft sequi, vata, wat 
AJM, AG Garey «eds, ear ati: RN 
fet TIR STATON I 
2. The (gold) vessel called Mahiman in front 
of the horse, which appeared about it (i.e. point- 
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ing it out), is the day. Its source is the eastern 
sea. The (silver) vessel called Mahiman behind 
the horse, which appeared about it, is the night. 
Its source is the western sea. These two vessels 
called Mahiman appeared on either side of the 
horse. As a Haya it carried the gods, as a 
Vajin the celestial minstrels, as an Arvan the 
Asuras, and as an Asva men. The Supreme 
Self is its stable and the Supreme Self (or the: 
sea) its source. 


The vessel called Mahiman, etc. Two sacrificial 
vessels called Mahiman, made of gold and silver re- 
spectively, are placed before and behind! the horse. 
This is a meditation regarding them. The gold vessel 
is the day, because both are bright. How is it that 
the vessel in front of the horse, which appeared about 
(lit. ‘after’) it, is the day? Because the horse is 
Prajapati. And it is Prajapati consisting of the sun 
‘etc. who is pointed out by the vessel that we are 
required to look upon as the day.—The preposition 
‘anu’ here does not mean ‘after,’ but points out 
something.—So the meaning is, the gold vessel 
(Mahiman) appeared pointing out the horse as 
Prajapati, just as we say lightning flashes pointing out 
(Anu) the tree. Its source, the place from which the 
vessel is obtained, is the eastern sea. Literally 
translated, it would mean, ‘is im the eastern sea,’ but 
the locative case-ending should be changed into the 


1 That is, before and after the horse is killed. 
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nominative to give the required sense. Similarly the 
silver vessel behind the horse, which appeared about 
ii, is the night, because both (‘Rajata’ and ‘Ratri’) 
begin with the same syllable (Rā),! or because both 
are inferior to the previous set. Its source is the 
western sea. The vessels are called Mahiman, because 
they indicate greatness. It is to the glory of the horse 
that a gold and a silver vessel are placed on each side 
of it. These two vessels called Mahiman, as described 
above, appeared on either side of the horse. The 
repetition of the sentence is to glorify the horse, as 
much as to say that for the above reasons it is a 
wonderful horse. The words ‘As a Haya’ etc. are 
similarly eulogistic. ‘Haya’ comes from the root ‘hi,’ 
meaning, to move. Hence the word means ‘possess- 
ing great speed.’ Or it may mean a species of horse. 
Ii carried the gods, i.e. made them gods, since it was 
Prajapati ; or literally carried them. It may be urged 
that this act of carrying is rather a reproach. But the 
answer is that carrying is natural to a horse ; so it is 
not derogatory. On the contrary, the act, by bringing 
the horse into contact with the gods, was a promotion 
for it. Hence the sentence is a eulogy. Similarly 
“Vajin’ and the other terms mean species of horses. 
As a Vàjin it carried the celestial minsirels ; the ellipsis 
must be supplied with the intermediate words. 
Similarly as an Arvan (it carried) the Asuras, and as 
an Asva (it carried) men. The Supreme Self— 
"Samudra' here means that—is its stable, the place 


1 Anandagiri takes ‘Varna’ in the sense of colour or 
lustre, instead of syllable, in which case the night must be 
supposed to be a moon-lit one. 
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where it is tied. And the Supreme Self its source, the 
-cause of its origin. Thus it has sprung from a pure 
source and lives in a pure spot. So it is a tribute to 
the horse. Or 'Samudra' may mean the familiar sea, 
for the Sruti says, 'The horse has its source in water' 


(Tai. S. II. iii. 12). 


SECTION II 


ae fear aAa, serddannpeanmetq— 
agra, aera fe sey: ; RASE, emcedt 
erR eodera, aenda asama , TAA 
22 smyfefa, atamernany, * og a owe 
wate a uala keare Sa l R tl 


1. There was nothing whatsoever here in 
the beginning, It was covered only by Death 
(Hiranyagarbha), or Hunger, for hunger is 
death. He created the mind, thinking, ‘Let me 
have a mind." He moved about worshipping 
(himself). As he was worshipping, water was 
produced. (Since he thought), ‘As I was wor- 
shipping, water sprang up,’ therefore Arka (fire) 
is so called. Water (or happiness) surely comes 
to one who knows how Arka (fire) came to have 
this name of Arka. 


Now the origin of the fire that is fit for use in the 
horse sacrifice is being described. This story of its 


1 The word used here is ‘Atman,’ which among other 
things means the body, Manas, intellect, individual self and 
Supreme Self. The correct meaning at each place, as here, 
is to be determined from the context. The word occurs again 
in paragraph 4, where it means the body. 
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origin is meant as a eulogy in order to prescribe a 
meditation concerning it. There was nothing what- 
soever differentiated by name and form here, in the 
universe, iz the beginning, i.e. before the manifesta- 
tion of the mind etc. 

Question : Was it altogether void? 

Nihilistic view > It must be so, for the Sruti says, 
"Ihere was nothing whatsoever here.' There was 
neither cause nor effect. Another reason for this con- 
clusion is the fact of origin. A jar, for instance, is 
produced. Hence before its origin it must have been 
non-existent. 

The logician objects: But the cause cannot be 
non-existent, for we see the lump of clay, for instance 
(before the jar is produced). What is not perceived 
may well be non-existent, as is the case with the effect 
here. But not so with regard to the cause, for it is 
perceived. 

The nihilist: No, for before the origin nothing 
is perceived. If the non-perception of a thing be the 
ground of its non-existence, before the origin of the 
whole universe neither cause nor effect is perceived. 
Hence everything must have been non-existent. 

Vedantin’s reply : Not so, for the Sruti says, 
“It was covered only by Death.’ Had there been 
absolutely nothing either to cover or to be covered, the 
Sruti would not have said, ‘ It was covered by Death.’ 
For it never happens that a barren woman's son is 
covered with flowers springing from the sky. Yet the 
Sruti says, ‘It was covered only by Death.’ There- 
fore on the authority of the Sruti we conclude that the 
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cause which covered, and the effect which was covered, 
were both existent before the origin of the universe. 
Inference also points to this conclusion. We can infer 
the existence of the cause and effect? before creation. 
We observe that a positive effect which is produced 
takes place only when there is a cause and does not 
take place when there is no cause. From this we infer 
that the cause of the universe too must have existed 
before creation, as is the case with the cause of a jar, 
for instance. 

Objection: The cause of a jar also does not pre- 
exist, for the jar is not produced without destroying 
the lump of clay. And so with other things. 

Reply : Not so, for the clay (or other material) 
is the cause. The clay is the cause of the jar, and the 
gold of the necklace, and not the particular lump-like 
form of the material, for they exist without it. We 
see that effects such as the jar and the necklace are 
produced simply when their materials, clay and gold, 
are present, although the lump-like form may be 
absent. Therefore this particular form is not the cause 
of the jar and the necklace. But when the clay and 
the gold are absent, the jar and the necklace are not 
produced, which shows that these materials, clay and 
gold, are the cause, and not the roundish form. 
Whenever a cause produces an effect, it does so by 
destroying another effect it produced just before, for 
the same cause cannot produce more than one effect 
at a time. But the cause, by destroying the previous 
effect, does not destroy itself. Therefore the fact that 


1 These will be taken up one by one. 
2 
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an effect is produced by destroying the previous effect, 
the lump, for instance, is not a valid reason to dis- 
prove that the. cause exists before the effect is pro- 
duced. 

Objection: It is not correct, for the clay etc. 
cannot exist apart from the lump and so on. In other 
words, you cannot say that the cause, the clay, for 
example, is not destroyed when its previous effect, the 
lump or any other form, is destroyed, but that it passes 
on to some other effect such as the jar. For the cause, 
the clay or the like, is not perceived apart from the 
lump or jar, and so on. 

Reply : Not so, for we see those causes, the clay 
etc., persist when the jar and other things have been 
produced, and the lump or any other form has gone. 

Objection : The persistence noticed is due to 
similarity, not to actual persistence of the cause. 

Reply : No. Since the particles of clay or other 
material which belonged to the lump etc. are percep- 
tible in the jar and other things, it is unreasonable to 
imagine similarity through a pseudo-inference. Nor 
is inference valid when it contradicts perception, for 
it depends on the latter, and the contrary view will 
result in a general disbelief. That is to say, if every- 
thing perceived as 'This is that' is momentary, then 
the notion of 'that' would depend on another notion 
regarding something else, and so on, thus leading to 
a regressus in infinitum ; and the notion of ‘This is 
like that' being also falsified thereby, there would be 
no certainty anywhere. Besides the two notions of 
‘this’ and ‘that’ cannot be connected, since there is 

no abiding subject. 
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Objection: They would be connected through 
the similarity between them. | 

Reply : No, for the notions of 'this' and 'that' 
cannot be the object of each other's perception, and 
(since according to you there is no abiding subject 
like the Self), there would be no perception of simi- 
larity. 

Objection: Although there is no similarity, there 
is the notion of it. 

Reply: Then the notions of ‘this’ and ‘that’ 
would also, like the notion of similarity, be based on 
nonentities. 

Objection (by the Yogacara school): Let all 
notions be based on nonentities. (What is the harm?) 

Reply : Then your view that everything is an 
idea would also be based on a nonentity. 

Objection (by the nihilist): Let it be. 

Repiy . If all notions are false, your view that 
all notions are unreal cannot be established.  There- 
fore it is wrong io say that recognition takes place 
through similarity. Hence it is proved that the cause 
exists before the effect is produced. 

The effect too exists before it is produced. 

Question: How? 

Reply : Because its manifestation points out its 
pre-existence. Manifestation means coming within the 
range of perception. It is a common occurrence that 
a thing, a jar for instance, which was hidden by 
darkness or any other thing and comes within the 
range of perception when the obstruction is removed 
by the appearance of light or in some other way, does 
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not preclude its previous existence. Similarly this 
universe too, we can understand, existed before its 
manifestation. For a jar that is non-existent is not 
perceived even when the sun rises. 

Objection : No, it must be perceived, for you 
deny its previous non-existence. According to you, 
any effect, say a jar, is never non-existent. So it 
must be perceived when the sun rises. Its previous 
form, the lump of clay, is nowhere near, and obstruc- 
tions like darkness are absent ; so, being existent, it 
cannot but appear. 

Reply : Not so, for obstruction is of two kinds. 
Every effect such as a jar has two kinds of obstruc- 
tion, When it has become manifest from its compo- 
nent clay, darkness and the wall etc. are the obstruc- 
tions ; while before its manifestations from the clay the 
obstruction consists in the particles of clay remaining 
as some other effect such as a lump. Therefore the 
effect, the jar, although existent, is not perceived 
before its manifestation, as it is hidden. The terms 
‘and concepts ‘destroyed,’ ‘produced,’ ‘existence’ and 
, non-existence’ depend on this twofold character of 
manifestation and disappearance. 

Objection : This is incorrect, since the obstruc- 
tions represented by particular forms such as the lump 
or the two halves of a jar are of a different nature. 
To be explicit: Such obstructions to the manifesta- 
tion of a jar as darkness or the wall, we see, do not 
occupy the same space as the jar, but the lump or the 
two halves of a jar do. So your statement that the jar, 
although present in the form of the lump or the two 
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halves, is not perceived because it is hidden, is wrong, 
for the nature of the obstruction in this case is 
different. 

Reply : No, for we see that water mixed with 
milk occupies the same space as the milk which 
conceals it. 

Objection: But since the component parts of a 
jar such as its two halves or pieces are included in 
the effect, the jar, they should not prove obstructions 
at all. 

Reply : Not so, for being separated from the jar 
they are so many different effects, and can therefore 
serve as obstructions. 


Objection: Then the effort should be directed 
solely to the removal] of the obstructions. That is to 
say, if, as you say, the effect, the jar for instance, is 
actually present in the state of the lump or the two 
halves, and is not perceived because of an obstruction, 
then one who wants that effect, the jar, should try to 
remove the obstruction, and not make the jar. But 
as a matter of fact, nobody does so. Therefore your 
statement is wrong. 


‘Reply : No, for there is no hard and fast rule 
about it. It is not always the case that a jar or any 
other effect manifests itself if only one tries to remove 
the obstruction ; for when a jar, for instance, is covered 
with darkness etc., one tries to light a lamp. 


Objection: That too is just for destroying the 
darkness. This effort to light a lamp is also for 
removing the darkness, which done, the jar is auto- 
matically perceived. Nothing is added to the jar. 
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Reply : No, for the jar is perceived as covered 
with light when the lamp is lighted. Not so before the 
lighting of the lamp. Hence this was not simply for 
removing the darkness, but for covering the jar with 
light, for it is since perceived as covered with light.. 
Sometimes the effort is directed to the removal of the 
obstruction, as when the wall, for instance, is pulled 
down. Therefore it cannot be laid down as a rule 
that one who wants the manifestation of something 
must simply try to remove the obstruction. Besides, 
one should take such steps as will cause the manifesta- 
tion for the efficacy of the established practice regard- 
ing it. We have already said that an effect which is 
patent in the cause serves as an obstruction to the 
manifestation of other effects. So if one tries only to 
destroy the previously manifested effect such as the 
lump or the two halves which stand between it and the 
jar, one may also have such effects as the potsherds 
or tiny pieces. These too will conceal the jar and 
prevent its being perceived ; so a fresh attempt will be 
needed. Hence the necessary operation of the factors 
of an action has its utility for one who wants the 
manifestation of a jar or any other thing. Therefore 
the effect exists even before its manifestation. 

From our divergent notions of the past and future 
also we infer this. Our notions of a jar that was and 
one that is yet to be cannot, like the notion of the 
present jar, be entirely independent of objects. For 
one who desires to have a jar not yet made sets oneself 
to work for it. We do not see people strive for things 
which they know to be non-existent. Another reason 
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for the pre-existence of the effect is the fact that the 
knowledge of (God and) the Yogins concerning the past 
and future jar is infallible. Were the future jar non- 
existent, His (and their) perception of it would prove 
false. Nor is this perception a mere figure of speech. 
As to the reasons for inferring the existence of the jar, 
we have already stated them. 


Another reason for it is that the opposite view 
involves a self-contradiction. If òn seeing a potter, 
for instance, at work on the production of a jar one is 
cértain in view of the evidence that the jar will come 
into existence, then it would be a contradiction in 
terms to say that the jar is non-existent at the very 
time with which, it is said, it will come into relation. 
For to say that the jar that will be is non-existent, is 
the same thing as to say that it will not be. It would 
be like saying, 'This jar does not exist.' If, however, 
you say that before its manifestation the jar is non- 
existent, meaning thereby that it does not exist exactly 
as the potter, for instance, exists while he is at work 
on its production (i.e. as a ready-made jar), then there 
is no dispute between us. 

Objection: Why? 

Reply : Because the jar exists in, its own future 
(potential) form. It should be borne in mind that the 
present existence of the lump or the two halves is not 
the same as that of the jar. Nor is the future exist- 
ence of the jar the same as theirs. Therefore you do 
not contradict us when you say that the jar is non- 
existent before its manifestation while the activity of 
the potter, for instance, is going on. You will be 
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doing this if you deny to the jar its own future form 
as an effect. But you do not deny that. Nor do all 
things undergoing modification have an identical form 
of existence in the present or in the future. 

Moreover, of the four kinds' of negation relating 
to, say, a jar, we observe that what is called mutual 
exclusion is other than the jar: The negation of a jar 
is a cloth or some other thing, not the jar itself. But 
the cloth, although it is the negation of a jar, is not a 
nonentity, but a positive entity. Similarly the previous 
non-existence, the non-existence due to destruction, and 
absolute negation must also be other than the jar ; for 
they are spoken of in terms of it, as in the case of the 
mutual exclusion relating to it. And these negations 
must also (like the cloth, for instance) be positive 
entities. Hence the previous non-existence of a jar 
does not mean that it does not at all exist as an entity 
before it comes into being. If, however, you say that 
the previous non-existence of a jar means the jar itself, 
then to mention it as being 'of a jar' (instead of as 
‘the jar itself’) is an incongruity. If you use it merely 
as a fancy, as in the expression, ‘The body of the stone 
roller, then the phrase ‘the previous non-existence of 
a jar’ would only mean that it is the imaginary non- 
existence that is mentioned in terms of the jar, and 
not the jar itself If, on the other hand, you say that 


1 Mutual exclusion, between things of different classes, as, 
‘A jar is not cloth’ ; previous non-existence, as of a jar before 
it is made ; the non-existence pertaining to destruction, as of 
a jar when it is broken ; and absolute negation, as, ‘There is 
no jar.’ 

* The stone roller has no body, it is the body. 


1.2.1.] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 25 


the negation of a jar is something other than it, we 
have already answered the point. Moreover, if the jar 
before its manifestation be an absolute nonentity like 
the proverbial horns of a hare, it cannot be connected 
either with its cause or with existence (as the logicians 
hold), for connection requires two positive entitles. 

Objection: It is all right with things that are 
inseparable. 

Repiy : No, for we cannot conceive of an insepar- 
able connection between an existent and a non-existent 
thing. Separable or inseparable connection is possible 
between two positive entities only, not between an 
entity and a nonentity, nor between two nonentities. 
Therefore we conclude that the effect does exist before 
it is manifested. 

By what sort of Death was the universe covered? 
This is being answered: By Hunger, or the desire to 
eat, which is a characteristic of death. How is hunger 
death? The answer is being given: For hunger ts 
death. The particle ‘hi’ indicates a well-known reason. 
He who desires to eat kills animals immediately after. 
Therefore ‘hunger’ refers to death. Hence the use of 
the expression. 'Death' here means Hiranyagarbha as 
identified with the intellect, because hunger is an attri- 
bute of that which is so identified. This effect, the 
universe, was covered by that Death, just as a jar etc. 
would be covered by clay in the form of a lump. He 
created the mind. The word 'Tat' (that) refers to the 
mind. That Death of whom we are talking, intending 
to project the effects which will be presently mentioned, 
created the inner organ called mind, characterised by 
deliberation etc. and possessing the power to reflect on 
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those effects. What was his object in creating the 
mind? This is being stated: Thinking, ‘Let me have 
a mind—through this mind (Atman) let me be possessed 
of a mind.’ This was his object. He, Prajapati, being 
possessed of a mind after it was manifested, moved 
about worshipping himself, thinking he was blessed. 
As he was worshipping, water, an all-liquid substance 
forming an accessory of the worship, was produced. 
Here we must supply the words, 'After the manifesta- 
tion of the ether, air and fire,’ for another Sruti (Tai. 
II. i. 1) says so, and there can be no alternative in the 
order of manifestation. Since Death thought, ‘As I 
was worshipping, water sprang up,’ therefore Arka, the 
fire that is fit for use in the horse sacrifice, ts so called. 
This is the derivation of the name ‘Arka’ given to fire. 
It is a descriptive epithet of fire derived from the per- 
formance of worship leading to happiness, and the 
connection with water. Water or happiness surely 
comes to one who knows! how Arka (fire) came to have 
this name of Arka. This is due to the similarity of 
names. The particles ‘ha’ and ‘vai’ are intensive. 


aT WT ST; aaah Xm AARET | 
WT Gye | ATTA , TET NAA UU 
Sit car Aada: 2 u 


2. Water is Arka. What was there (like) 
froth on the water was solidified and became this 
earth. When that was produced, he was tired. 


1 Meditates on the fact till one becomes identified with 
the idea. So also elsewhere. See pp. 65, 80, 9o, etc. 
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While he was (thus) tired and distressed, his 
essence, or lustre, came forth. This was Fire. 
What is this Arka? Water, that accessory of 
worship, is Arka, being the cause of fire. For, it is 
said, fire rests on water. Water is not directly Arka, 
for the topic under discussion is not water, but fire. 
It will be said later on, 'This fire is Arka' (I. ii. 7). 
What was there like froth on the water, like the 
coagulated state of curds, was solidified, being sub- 
jected to heat internally and externally. Or the word 
‘Sara’ may be the nominative (instead of a comple- 
ment), if we change the gender of the pronoun ‘Yad’ 
(that). That solid thing became this earth. That is 
to say, out of that water came the embryonic state of 
the universe, compared to an egg. When that earth 
was produced, he, Death or Prajapati, was tired. For 
everyone is tired after work, and the projection of the 
earth was a great feat of Prajapati. What happened 
to him then? While he was (thus) tired and distressed, 
his essence, or lustre, came forth from his body. What 
was that? This was Fire, the first-born Viraj.! also 
called Prajàpati, who sprang up within that cosmic 
egg, possessed of a body and organs. As the Smrti 
says, 'He is the first embodied being' (Si. V. i. 8. 22). 


a mai mpeg, aged adie, uri 
adag; a uw serere fafüs: deu srt fag 
für, wat red Sat | euren (eft fm JA, 
Te Brat a anA, ger sut a quern t 


1 The being identified with the sum total of all bodies. 
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3. He (Viraj) differentiated himself in three 
ways, making the sun the third form, and air 
the third form. So this Prana (Viraj) is divided 
in three ways. His head is the east, and his 
arms that (north-east) and that (south-east). 
And his hind part is the west, his hip-bones that 
(north-west) and that (south-west), his sides the 
south and north, his back heaven, his belly the 
sky, and his breast. this earth. He rests on 
water. He who knows (it) thus gets a resting 
place wherever he goes. 


He, the Viraj who was born, himself differentiated 
or divided himself, his body and organs, in three ways. 
How? Making the sun the third form, in respect of 
fire and air. The verb ‘made’ must be supplied. And 
air the third form, in respect of fire and the sun. 
Similarly we must understand, ‘Making fire the third 
form,’ in respect of air and the sun, for this also can 
equally make up the number three. So this Prana 
(Viraj), although the self, as it were, of all beings, ts 
specially divided by himself as Death in three ways as 
fire, air and the sun, without, however, destroying his 
own form of Viraj. Now the meditation on this Fire, 
the first-born Viraj, the Arka fit for use in the horse 
sacrifice and kindled in it, is being described, like that 
on the horse. We have already said that the previous 
account of its origin is all for its eulogy, indicating 
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that it is of such pure birth. His head is the east, 
both being the most important. And his arms that 
and that, the north-east and south-east. The word 
Irma’ (arm) is derived from. the root ‘ir,’ meaning 
motion. And his hind part is the west, because it 
points to that direction when he faces the east. His 
hip-bones that and that, the north-west and south-west, 
both forming angles with the back. His sides the south 
and north, both being so related to the east and west. 
His back heaven, his belly the sky, as in the case of 
the horse. And his breast this earth, both being under- 
neath. He, this fire consisting of the worlds, or Praja- 
pati, rests on water, for the Sruti says, ‘Thus do these 
worlds lie in water.’ (S. X. v. 4.3). He gets a resting 
place wherever he goes. Who? Who knows that fire 
rests on water, thus, as described here. This is a sub- 
sidiary result.? 


«ss, fxdtat a ance mA ; @ mur 
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4. He desired, ‘ Let me have a second form? 
(body).’ He, Death or Hunger, brought about 


1 The main result will be stated in paragraph 7. 
3 The word used is Atman. It is translated as ‘form’ for 
convenience. See footnote on p. 15. 
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the union of speech (the Vedas) with the mind. 
What was the seed there became the Year 
(Viraj. Before him there had been no year. 
He (Death) reared him for as long as a year, and 
after this period projected him. When he was 
born, (Death) opened his mouth (to swallow 
him). He (the babe) cried ‘Bhan!’ That 
became speech. 


It has been stated that Death, in the order of water 
and the rest, manifested himself in the cosmic egg as 
the Viraj or Fire possessed of a body and organs, and 
divided himself in three ways. Now by what process 
did he manifest himself? This is being answered: He, 
Death, desired, ‘Let me have a second form or body, 
through which I may become embodied.’ Having 
desired thus, he brought about the union of speech, or 
the Vedas, with the mind that had already appeared. 
In other words, he reflected on the Vedas, that is, the 
order of creation enjoined in them, with his mind. Who 
did it? Death characterised by hunger. It has been 
said that hunger is death. The text refers to him lest 
someone else (Viraj) be understood. What was the 
seed, the cause of the origin of Viraj, the first embodied 
being, viz. the knowledge and resultant of work 
accumulated in past lives, which Death visualised in 
his reflection on the Vedas, there, in that union, became 
the Year, the Prajapati of that name who makes the 
year. Death (Hiranyagarbha), absorbed in these 
thoughts, projected water, entered it as the seed and, 
transformed into the embryo, the cosmic egg, became 
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the year. Before him, the Viraj who makes the year, 
there had been no year, no period of that name. 
Death reared him, this Viraj who was in embryo, for 
as long as a wear, the well-knowngduration of time 
among us, i.e. for a year. What did he do after that? 
And after this period, i.e. a year, projected him, i.e. 
broke the egg. When he, the babe, Fire, the first 
embodied being, was born, Death opened his mouth to 
swallow him, because he was hungry. He, the babe, 
being frightened, as he was possessed of natural ignor- 
ance, cried 'Bhán' —made this sound. That became 


speech or word. 


a tera, fg ar qafiniel, ede citer 
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5. He thought, “If I kill him, I shall be 
making very little food.’ Through that speech 
and that mind he projected all this, whatever 
there is—the Vedas Rc, Yajus and Saman, the 
metres, the sacrifices, men and animals. What- 
ever he projected, he resolved to eat. Because 
he eats everything, therefore Aditi (Death) is so 
called. He who knows how Aditi came to have 
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this name of Aditi, becomes the eater of all this, 
and everything becomes his food. 


Seeing the babe frightened and crying, he, Death, 
thought, althougR he was hungry, ‘If I kill him, this 
babe, I shall be making very little food.'—The root 
‘man’ with the prefix ‘abhi’ means to injure or kill.— 
Thinking thus he desisted from eating him, for he must 
make not a little food, but a great quantity of it, so 
that he might eat it for a long time ; and if he ate the 
babe, he would make very little food as there is no 
crop if the seeds are eaten up. Thinking of the large 
quantity of food necessary for his purpose, through 
that speech, the Vedas already mentioned, and that 
mind, uniting them, that is, reflecting on the Vedas 
again and again, he projected all this, the movable 
and immovable (animals, plants, etc. etc.), whatever 
there is. What is it? The Vedas Rc, Yajus and Saman, 
the seven metres, viz. Gayatri and the rest, i.e. the 
three kinds of Mantras (sacred formule) forming part 
of a ceremony, viz. the hymns (Stotra), the praises 
(Sastra)! and the rest, composed in Gayatri and other 
metres, the sacrifices, which are performed with the 
help of those Mantras, men, who perform these, and 
animals, domestic and wild, which are a part of the 
rites. 

Objection: It has already been said that Death 


! The hymns are Rces that are sung by one class 
of priests, the Udgatr etc. The Sastras are those very hymns, 
but only recited by another class of priests, the Hotr etc., 
not sung. There are other Rces too, which are used in a 
different way by a third class of priests, the Adhvaryu etc., 
in the sacrifices. These are the third group of Mantras. 
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projected Viràj through the union of speech (the Vedas) 
with the mind. So how can it now be said that he 
projected the Vedas? 

Reply : It is all right, for the previous union of 
the mind was with the Vedas in an unmanifested state, 
whereas the creation spoken of here is the manifesta- 
tion of the already existing Vedas so that they may be 
applied to the ceremonies. Understanding that now 
the food had increased, whatever he, Prajapati, pro- 
jected, whether it was action, its means or its results, 
he resolved to eat. Because he eats everything, 
therefore Aditi or Death is so called. So the Sruti 
says, ‘Aditi is heaven, Aditi is the sky, Aditi is the 
mother, and he is the father,’ etc. (R. I. lix. 10). 
He who knows how Aditi, Prajapati or Death, came 
to have this name of Aditi, because of eating every- 
thing, becomes the eater of all this universe, which 
becomes his food—that is, as identified with the 
univérse, otherwise it would involve a contradiction ; 
for nobody, we see, is the sole eater of everything. 
Therefore the meaning is that he becomes identified 
with everything. And for this very reason everything 
becomes his food, for it stands to reason that every- 
thing is the food of an eater who is identified with 
everything. 
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6. He desired, ‘ Let me sacrifice again with 
the great sacrifice.’ He was tired, and he was 
3 
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distressed. While he was (thus) tired and 
distressed, his reputation and strength departed. 
The organs are reputation and strength. When 
the organs departed, the body began to swell, 
(but) his mind was set on the body. 


He desired, etc. This and part of the next para- 
graph are introduced to give the derivation of the 
words 'A$va' (horse) and 'As$vamedha' (horse sacrifice). 
“Let me sacrifice again with the great sacrifice.’ The 
word ‘again’ has reference to his performance in the 
previous life. Prajapati had performed a horse sacri- 
fice in his previous life, and was born at the beginning 
of the cycle imbued with those thoughts. Having 
been born as identified with the act of horse sacrifice, 
its factors and its results, he desired, ‘Let me sacrifice 
again with the great sacrifice.’ Having desired this 
great undertaking, he was tired, like other men, and 
he was distressed. While he was (thus) tired and dis- 
tressed—these words have already been explained (in 
par. 2)—his reputation and strength departed. The 
Sruti itself explains the words: The organs are reputa- 
tion, being the cause of it, for one is held in repute as 
long as the organs are in the body ; likewise, strength 
in the body. No one can be reputed or strong when 
the organs have left the body. Hence these are the 
reputation and strength in this body. So the reputa- 
tion and strength consisting of the organs departed. 
When the organs forming reputation and strength 
departed, the body of Prajàpati began to swell, and 
became impure or unfit for a sacrifice. (But) although 
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Prajapati had left it, his mind was set on the body, 


just as one longs for a savoutite object even when 
one is away. 
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7. He desired, ‘Let this body of mine be fit 
for a sacrifice, and let me be embodied through 
this,’ (and entered it). Because that body 
swelled (ASvat), therefore it came to be called 
A$va (horse). And because it became fit for a 
sacrifice, therefore the horse sacrifice came to be 
known as A$vamedha. He who knows it thus 
indeed knows the horse sacrifice. (Imagining 
himself as the horse and) letting it remain free, 
he reflected (on it). After a year he sacrificed it 
to himself, and dispatched the (other) animals to 
the gods. Therefore (priests to this day) sacri- 
fice to Prajapati the sanctified (horse) that is 
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dedicated to all the gods. He who shines yonder 
is the horse sacrifice; his body is the year. This 
fire is Arka; its limbs are these worlds. So these 
two (fire and the sun) are Arka and the horse 
sacrifice. These two again become the same 
god, Death. He (who knows thus) conquers 
further death, death cannot overtake him, it 
becomes his self, and he becomes one with these 
deities. 

What did he (Hiranyagarbha) do with his mind 
attached to that body? He desired. How? ‘Let this 
body of mine be fit for a sacrifice, and let me be 
embodied through this.’ And he entered it. Because 
that body, bereft in his absence of its reputation and 
strength, swelled (A$vat), therefore it came to be called 
Asva (horse) Hence Prajapati' himself is named 
A$va. This is a eulogy on the horse. And because 
on account of his entering it. the body, although it 
had become unfit for a sacrifice by having lost its 
reputation and strength, again became fit for a sacri- 
fice, therefore the horse sacrifice came to be known as 
Aívamedha. For a sacrifice consists of an action, its 
factors and its results. And that it is no other than 
Prajapati is a tribute to the sacrifice. 

Ihe horse that is a factor of the sacrifice has been 
declared to be Prajapati in the passage, 'The head of 
the sacrificial horse is the dawn,’ etc. (I. i. 1). The 
present paragraph is introduced to enjoin a collective 
meditation on that sacrificial horse which is Prajapati, 


1 Hiranyagarbha. 
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and the sacrificial fire which has already been de- 
scribed (as such)—viewing both as the result of the 
sacrifice. That this is the import of this section we 
understand from the fact that in the previous section 
no verb denoting an injunction has been used, and 
one such is necessary. The words, He who knows it 
thus indeed knows the horse sacrifice, mean: ‘He 
only, and none else, knows the horse sacrifice, who 
knows the horse and the Arka or fire, described above, 
as possessed of the features, to be presently mentioned, 
which are here shown collectively.’ Therefore one 
must know the horse sacrifice thus—this is the meaning. 
How? First the meditation on the animal is being 
described. Prajapati, desiring to sacrifice again with 
the great sacrifice, imagined himself as the sacrificial 
animal, and letting it, the consecrated animal, remain 
free or unbridled, reflected (on it). After a complete 
year he sacrificed it to himself, i.e. as dedicated to 
Prajapati (Hiranyagarbha), and dispatched the other 
animals, domestic and wild, £o the gods, their respective 
deities. And because Prajapati reflected like this, 
therefore others also should likewise fancy themselves, 
in the manner described above, as the sacrificial horse 
and meditate: ‘While being sanctified (with the 
Mantras), I am dedicated to all the gods ; but while 
being killed, I am dedicated to myself. The other 
animals, domestic and wild, are sacrificed to their 
respective deities, the other gods, who are but a part 
of myself.’ Therefore priests to this day similarly 
sacrifice to Prajapati the sanctified horse that ts dedi- 
cated to all the gods. 
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He who shines yonder is the horse sacrifice. The 
sacrifice which is thus performed with the help of the 
animal is being directly represented as the result. Who 
is he? The sun who illumines the universe with his 
light. His body, the body of the sun, who is the 
result of the sacrifice, is the year, that period of time. 
The year is called his body, as it is made by him. 
Now, since the sun, as the horse sacrifice, is performed 
with the help of fire, (the latter also is the sun). Here 
the result of the sacrifice is being mentioned as the 
sacrifice itself: This terrestrial fire is Arka, the 
accessory of the sacrifice. is limbs, the limbs of this 
Arka, the fire that is kindled at the sacrifice, ave these 
three worlds. So it has been explained in the passage, 
‘His head is the east,’ etc. (I. ii. 3). So these two, 
fire and the sun, are Arka and the horse sacrifice, as 
described above—the sacrifice and its result respective- 
ly. Arka, the terrestrial fire, is directly the sacrifice, 
which is a rite. Since the latter is performed with the 
help of fire, it is here represented as fire. And the 
result is achieved through the performance of the 
sacrifice. Hence it is represented as the sacrifice in 
the statement that the sun is the horse sacrifice. 
These two, fire and the sun, the means and the end, 
the sacrifice and its result, again become the same god. 
Who is it? Death. There was but one deity before, 
who later was divided into action, its means and its 
end. So it has been said, 'He differentiated himself 
in three ways' (I. ii. 3). And after the ceremony is 
over, he again becomes one deity, Death, the result of 
the ceremony. He who knows this one deity, horse 
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sacrifice or Death, as, ‘I alone am Death, the horse 
sacrifice, and there is but one deity identical with 
myself and attainable through the horse and fire'—. 
conquers further death, i.e. after dying once he is not 
born to die any more. Even though conquered, death 
may overtake him again. So it is said, death cannot 
overtake him. Why? Because it becomes his self, 
the self of one who knows thus. Further, being 
Death,! the result, he becomes one with these deities. 
This is the result such a knower attains. 


1 Hiranyagarbha. See Par. 1. 


SECTION III 


How is this section related to the preceding one? 
The highest result of rites combined with meditation 
has been indicated by a statement of the result of the 
horse sacrifice, viz. identity with Death or Hirannya- 
garbha. Now the present section, devoted to the 
Udgitba, is introduced in order to indicate the source 
of rites and meditation, which are the means of attain- 
ing identity with Death. 

Objection : In the previous section the result of 
rites and meditation has been stated to be identity with 
Death. But here the result of rites and meditation on 
the Udgitha will be stated to be the transcendence of 
identity with death. Hence, the results being different, 
this section cannot be meant to indicate the source of 
the rites and meditation that have been dealt with in 
the previous section. 

Reply : The objection does not hold, for the result 
of meditation on the Udgitha is identity with fire and 
the sun. In the previous section too this very result 
was mentioned, 'He becomes one with these deities' 
(I. ii. 7). 

Objection : Do not such statements as, 'Having 
transcended death,' etc. (I. iii. 12-16) clash with what 
has been said before? 

Reply : No, for here the transcendence is of the 
natural attachment to evil (not of Hiranyagarbha). 
What is this natural attachment to evil, called death? 
What is its source? By what means is it transcended? 
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And how? these are the things which are sought to be 
explained by the following allegory: 


Bat € STSTQCUHD, jSTEXTERCTST | Hen KAT 
qq SHE, SIA AGM: ; d ug Hever; 8 
& tat cp, aga SANATA qd 


I. There were two classes of Prajapati’s 
sons, the gods and the Asuras.’ Naturally,’ the 
gods were fewer, and the Asuras more in 
number. They vied with each other for (the 
mastery of) these worlds. The gods said, ‘ Now 
let us surpass the Asuras in (this) sacrifice 
through the Udgitha.’ 


There were two classes: ‘Two’ here means two 
classes. The particle ‘ha’ is an expletive referring to a 
past incident. It is here used to recall what happened 
in the past life of the present Prajapati. Of Prajapati’s 
sons, in his past incarnation. Who are they? The 
gods and the Asuras, the organs, that of speech and 
the rest, of Prajapati himself. How can they be the 
gods and Asuras? They become gods when they shine 
under the influence of thoughts and actions as taught 
by the scriptures. While those very organs become 
Asuras when they are influenced by their natural 
thoughts and actions, based only on perception and 
inference, and directed merely to visible (secular) ends. 
They are called Asuras, because they delight only in 
their own lives (Asu) or because they are other than 


! For the story compare Chhàndogya Up. I. ii. 1-9. 
2 Lit. ‘therefore.’ 
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the gods (Sura) And because the Asuras are influ- 
enced by thoughts and actions directed to visible ends, 
therefore the gods were fewer, and the Asuras more in 
number.—The lengthened form of the two adjectives 
due to the addition of a vowel augment makes no 
change of meaning.—The organs, as we know, have a 
stronger tendency to thoughts and actions that are 
natural, than to those that are recommended by the 
scriptures, for the former serve visible ends. Hence 
the gods are fewer, for the tendency that is cultivated 
by the scriptures is rare ; it is attainable with great 
effort. They, the gods and the Asuras living in Praja- 
pati’s body, vied with each other for (the mastery of) 
these worlds, which are attainable through thoughts and 
actions prompted by one’s natural inclinations as well 
as those cultivated by the scriptures. The rivalry of 
the gods and the Asuras here means the emergence and 
subsidence of their respective tendencies. Sometimes 
the organs manifest the impressions of thoughts and 
actions cultivated by the scriptures ; and when this 
happens, the impressions, manifested by those very 
organs, of the thoughts and actions based on percep- 
tion and inference, and producing visible results only— 
those tendencies characteristic of the Asuras—subside. 
That is the victory of the gods and the defeat of the 
Asuras. Sometimes the reverse happens. The charac- 
teristic tendencies of the gods are overpowered, and 
those of the Asuras emerge. That is the victory of the 
Asuras and the defeat of the gods. Accordingly, when 
the gods win, there is a preponderance of merit, and 
the result is elevation up to the status of Prajapati. 
And when the Asuras triumph, demerit prevails, and 
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the result is degradation down to the level of stationary 
objects, while if there be a draw, it leads to human 
birth. 

What did the gods do when, being fewer, they 
were overwhelmed by the Asuras who outnumbered 
them? The gods, being overwhelmed by the Asuras, 
said to one another, ‘Now let us surpass the Asuras in 
this sacrifice, Jyotistoma, through the Udgitha, that is, 
through identity with (the vital force), the chanter of 
this accessory of a sacrifice called the Udgitha. By 
overcoming the Asuras we shall realise our divinity as 
set forth in the scriptures.’ This identity with the 
vital force is attained through meditation and rites. 
The rites consist of the repetition of Mantras that will 
be presently enjoined: ‘These Mantras are to be 
repeated,’ etc. (I. iii. 28). The meditation is what is 
being described. 

Objection : This is a part of an injunction on the 
repetition of certain Mantras leading to the attain- 
ment of divinity, and is a mere eulogy ; it has nothing 
to do with meditation. 

Reply - No, for there occur the words, ‘He who 
knows thus.’ 

Objection © Since the text narrates an old story 
in this treatment of the Udgitha, it must be a part of 
an injunction on the latter. 

Reply: No, for it is a different context. The 
Udgitha has been enjoined elsewhere (in the cere- 
monial portion), and this is a section on knowledge. 
Besides, the repetition of those Mantras for the attain- 
ment of identity with the gods is not an independent 
act, for it is to be practised (only) by one who medi- 
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tates on the vital force as described in this section, and 
this meditation on the vital force is represented as 
being independent. And a separate result is men- 
tioned for it in the passage, ‘This (meditation on the 
vital force) certainly wins the world' (I. iii. 28). More- 
over, the vital force has been stated to be pure, and 
the organs impure. This implies that the vital force 
is enjoined as an object of meditation, for otherwise 
there would be no sense in calling it pure and the 
organs such as that of speech, mentioned along with 
it, impure, nor in extolling it, as is evident, by the 
condemnation of the organ of speech, etc. The same 
remarks apply to the enunciation of the result of 
meditation on it, '(That fire) having transcended death 
shines,' etc. (I. iii. 12). For the identification of the 
organ of speech etc. with fire and so on is the result of 
attaining oneness with the vital force. 

Objection: Granted that the vital force is to be 
meditated upon, but it cannot possess the attributes of 
purity etc. 

Reply : It must, for the Sruti says so. 

Objechon : No, for the vital force being an 
object of meditation, the attributes referred to may 
just be a eulogy. 

Reply : Not so, for in scriptural. as in secular 
matters, correct understanding alone can lead to our 
well-being. In common life one who understands 
things correctly attains what is good or avoids what 
is evil—not if one understands things wrongly. 
Similarly here also one can attain well-being if only 
one correctly understands the meaning of scriptural 
passages, and not otherwise. Besides there is nothing 


1.3.1] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 45 
to disprove the truth of objects corresponding to 
notions conveyed by the words of the scriptures en- 
joining a meditation. Nor is there any exception in 
the Srutis to meditation on the vital force as pure etc. 
Since that meditation, we see, is conducive to our well- 
being, we accept it as true. And we see that the 
opposite course leads to evil. We notice in life that 
one who misjudges things—takes a man, for instance, 
for a stump, or an enemy for a friend—comes to grief. 
Similarly, if the Self, God, the deities and so forth, of 
whom we hear from the scriptures, prove fictitious, then 
the scriptures, like secular things, would be a veritable 
source of evil ; but this is acceptable to neither of us. 
Therefore we conclude that the scriptures present, for 
purposes of meditation, the Self, God, the deities and 
so on, as real. 

Objection : What you say is wrong, for the name 
and other things are represented as Brahman. That 
is to say, the name and other things are obviously not 
Brahman, but the scriptures, we find, ask us, in direct 
opposition to fact, to look upon them as Brahman, 
which is analogous to regarding a stump etc. as a man. 
Hence it is not correct to say that one attains well- 
being by understanding things as they are from 
the scriptures. 


Reply : Not so, for the difference is obvious, as 
in the case of an image. You are wrong to say that 
the scriptures ask us, in the face of fact, to look upon 
the name and other things, which are not Brahman, 
as Brahman, analogous to regarding a stump etc. as 
a man. 
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Objection: How? 

Reply : Because the scriptures enjoin meditation 
on the name etc. as Brahman for one who clearly 
knows that those things are different from Brahman ; 
it is like meditation on the image etc. as Visnu. Just 
like the image etc., the name and other things are 
used merely as aids to meditation ; it is not meant 
that they ave Brahman. So long as one does not know 
a stump as a stump, one mistakes it fora man. But 
meditation on the name etc. as Brahman is not of that 
erroneous nature. 


Objection’. There is only that meditation on 
the name etc. as Brahman, but no Brahman. Regard- 
ing an image as Visnu and other gods, and a Brahmana 
as the Manes and so forth belongs to the same 
category. 


Reply : No, for we are advised to look upon the 
Rc (hymn) etc. as the earth and so on. Here we see 
only a superimposition on the Rc etc. of the notions 
of actually existing things such as the earth. There- 
fore on the analogy of that we conclude that viewing 
the name etc. as Brahman and so forth is based on 
actually existing Brahman and the rest. This also 
proves that viewing an image as Visnu and other gods, 
and a Brahmana as the Manes and so forth, has a basis 
in reality. Moreover, a figurative sense depends on a 
primary one. Since the five fires, for instance, are 
only figuratively such, they imply the existence of the 
real fire. Similarly, since the name and other things 


1 By the Mimárhsaka. 
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are Brahman only in a figurative sense, they merely 
prove that Brahman in a real sense must exist. 

Besides, matters pertaining to knowledge are akin 
tc those pertaining to rites. That rites like the new 
and full moon sacrifices produce such and such results, 
and have to be performed in a certain definite way, 
with their parts following each other in a particular 
order, is a supersensuous matter beyond the range of 
our perception and inference, which we nevertheless 
understand as true solely from the words of the Vedas. 
Similarly it stands to reason that entities like the 
Supreme Self, God, the deities, etc., of which we learn, 
also from the words of the Vedas, as being character- 
ised by the absence of grossness etc., being beyond 
hunger and the like, and so on, must be true, for they 
are equally supersensuous matters. There is no differ- 
ence between texts relating to knowledge and those 
relating to rites as regards producing an impression. 
Nor is the impression conveyed by the Vedas regarding 
the Supreme Self and other such entities indefinite or 
contrary to fact. 

Objection: Not so, for there is nothing to be 
done. To be explicit: The ritualistic passages mention 
an activity which, although relating to supersensuous 
matters, consist of three parts! to be performed. But 
in the knowledge of the Supreme Self, God, etc., there 
is no such activity to be performed. Hence it is not 
correct to say that both kinds of passages are alike. 

Reply : Not so, for knowledge is of things that 
already exist. The activity to which you refer is real, 


! What? Through what? And how?—denoting respect- 
ively the result, the means and the method of a rite. 
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not because it is to be performed, but because it is 
known through proper testimony (the Vedas). Nor is 
the notion concerning it real because it relates to 
something to be performed, but solely because it is 
conveyed by Vedic sentences, When a thing has been 
known to be true from the Vedas, a person will per- 
form it, should it admit of being performed, but will 
not do it if it is not a thing to be done. 

Objection: If it is not something to be done, 
then it will cease to have the support of Vedic testi- 
mony in the form of sentences. We do not under- 
stand how words in a sentence can be construed 
unless there is something to be done. But if there is 
something to be done, they are construed as bringing 
out that idea. A sentence is authoritative when it 
is devoted to an action —when it says that a certain 
thing is to be done through such and such means in a 
particular way. But hundreds of such words denot- 
ing the object, means and method would not make a 
sentence unless there is one or other of such terms as 
the following, 'Should do, should be done, is to be 
done, should become and should be.' Hence such 
entities as the Supreme Self and God have not the 
support of Vedic testimony in the form of sentences. 
And if they are denoted by Vedic words (instead of 
sentences), they become the objects of other means! of 
knowledge. Therefore this (the fact of Brahman 
being the import of the Vedas) is wrong. 

Reply : Not so, for we find sentences like, ‘There 

! Such as perception. Isolated words do not add to our 


knowledge, but only serve to call up the things they denote, 
if we happen to know them already. 
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is Mt. Meru,! which is of four colours,’ which relate 
to things other than an action. Nor has anyone, on 
hearing such sentences, the idea that Meru and the rest 
are something to be done. Similarly, in a sentence 
containing the verb 'to be,' what is there to prevent 
the construing of its words denoting the Supreme Self, 
God, etc., as substantives and their qualifying words? 

Objection : This is not correct, for the knowledge 
of the Supreme Self etc. serves no useful purpose like 
that of Meru and so forth. 

Reply : Not so, for the Sruti mentions such 
results as, 'The knower of Brahman attains the high- 
est’? (Tai. II. i. 1), and ‘The knot of the heart (intel- 
lect) is broken,’ etc. (Mu. II. ii. 8. We also find the 
cessation of ignorance and other evils which are the 
root of relative existence. Besides, since the knowledge 
of Brahman does not form part of anything else (e.g. 
an action), the results rehearsed about it cannot be a 
mere eulogy as in the case of the sacrificial ladle.? 

Moreover, it is from the Vedas that we know that 
a forbidden act produces evil results ; and it is not 
something to be done. A man who is about to do a 
forbidden act has (on recollecting that it is forbidden) 
nothing else to do except desisting from it. In fact, 


! A fabulous mountain round which the sun and the 
planets are said to revolve. The directions east, west, etc., 
vary according to the relative position of the dwellers around 
this mountain, the east being that in which they see the sun 
rise. But the direction overhead is obviously constant to all 
of them. 

2 The passage, ‘He whose ladle is made of Palaga (Butea 
Frondosa) wood never hears an evil verse’ (Tai. S. III. v. 
7. 2), is a eulogy, because it is subsidiary to an enjoined rite. 
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prohibitions have just that end in view, viz. to create 
an idea that the acts in question must not be done. 
When a hungry man who has been chastened by a 
knowledge of prohibited acts comes across something 
not to be eaten in any way, such as Kalafija (the meat 
of an animal killed with a poisoned weapon), or food 
coming from a person under a curse, his first notion is 
that the food can be eaten, but it is checked by the 
recollection that it is a forbidden food, as one’s first 
notion that one can drink from a mirage is checked by 
the knowledge of its true nature. When that natural 
erroneous notion is checked, the dangerous! impulse to 
eat that food is gone. That impulse, being due to an 
erroneous notion, automatically stops; it does not 
require an additional effort to stop it. Therefore 
prohibitions have just the aim of communicating the 
real nature of a thing ; there is not the least connection 
of human activity with them. Similarly here also, the 
injunction on the true nature of the Supreme Self etc. 
cannot but have that one aim. And a man who has 
been chastened by that knowledge knows that his im- 
pulses due to an erroneous notion are fraught with 
danger, and those natural impulses automatically stop 
when their cause, the false notion, has been exploded 
by the recollection of the true nature of the Supreme 
Self and the like. 

Objection : Granted that the dangerous impulse 
to eat Kalafija and the like may stop when the natural 
erroneous notion about their edibility has been re- 
moved by the recollection of their true nature as harm- 


! From the spiritual standpoint. The physical danger is 
too patent to need a scriptural warning. 
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ful things ; but the tendency to do acts enjoined by 
the scriptures should not stop in that way, for they 
are not prohibited. 

Reply : Not so, for both are due to erroneous 
notions and produce harmful effects. Just as the 
tendency to eat Kalafija etc. is due to a false notion 
and productive of harm, so is the tendency to do acts 
enjoined by the scriptures. Therefore, for a man who 
has a true knowledge of the Supreme Self, the tendency 
to do these acts, being equally due to a false notion 
and productive of harm, will naturally cease when that 
false notion has been removed by the knowledge of 
the Supreme Self. 

Objection: Let it be so with regard to those acts 
(which are done for material ends), but the regular 
rites, which are performed solely in obedience to the 
scriptures and produce no harmful effects, should on 
no account stop. 

Reply : Not so, for they are enjoined on one who 
has defects such as ignorance, attachment and aver- 
sion. As the rites with material ends (Kamya), such 
as the new and full moon sacrifices are enjoined on 
one who has the defect of desiring heaven etc., so are 
the regular rites enjoined on one who has the root of 
all evils, ignorance etc., and the consequent defects of 
attachment and aversion, manifesting themselves as 
the quest of what is good and the avoidance of what 
is evil, etc., and who being equally prompted by these 


1 There are three kinds of actions, viz. the regular 
(Nitya), the occasional (Naimittika) and those done for 
Material ends (Kimya). Of these, the first twc are obligatory 
and the third optional. 
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tries to seek good and avoid evil; they are not perform- 
ed solely in obedience to the scriptures. Nor are rites 
such as the Agnihotra, the new and full moon sacri- 
fices, Caturmasya, Pasubandha and Somayaga intrinsic- 
ally either rites with material ends or regular rites. 
They come under the former category only because 
the man who performs them has the defect of desiring 
heaven and so forth. Similarly the regular rites per- 
formed by a man who has the defects of ignorance etc., 
and who out of natural promptings seeks to attain 
what is good and avoid what is evil, are intended for 
that purpose alone, for they are enjoined on him. On 
one who knows the true nature of the Supreme Self, 
we do not find any other work enjoined except what 
leads to the cessation of activities. For Self-knowledge 
is inculcated through the obliteration of the very cause 
of rites, viz. the consciousness of all its means such as 
the gods. And one whose consciousness of action, its 
factors and so forth has been obliterated cannot presum- 
ably have the tendency to perform rites, for this pre- 
supposes a knowledge of specific actions, their means 
and so on. One who thinks that he is Brahman 
unlimited by space, time, etc., and not-gross and so on, 
has certainly no room for the performance of rites. 

Objection : He may, as he has for the inclination 
to eat and so on. 

Reply : No, for the inclination to eat and so on 
is solely due to the defects of ignorance etc., and are 
not supposed to be compulsory. But the regular rites 
cannot be uncertain like that ; they cannot be some- 
times done and sometimes omitted (according to one's 
whim). Acts like eating, however, may be irregular, 
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as they are solely due to one's defects, and these have 
no fixed time for appearing or disappearing, like desires 
for rites with material ends. But the regular rites, 
although they are due to defects, cannot be uncertain, 
for they depend on specific times etc. prescribed by the 
scriptures, just as the Kamya Agnihotra (which is a 
rite with material ends) depends on such conditions as 
' the morning and- evening, because it is enjoined by the 
scriptures. 

Objection: As the inclination to eat etc. (although 
due to defects) is regulated by the scriptures, so the 
restrictions about that Agnihotra too may apply to the 
sage. 

Reply : No, for restrictions are not action, nor 
are they incentives to action. Hence they are not 

. obstacles to the attainment of knowledge (even by an 
aspirant). Therefore the Vedic dicta inculcating the 
true nature of the Supreme Self, because they remove 
the erroneous notions about Its being gross, dual and 
so on, automatically assume the character of prohibi- 
tions of all action, for both imply a cessation of the 
tendency to action. As is the case with prohibited acts 
(such as the eating of forbidden food). Hence we 
conclude that like the prohibitions, the Vedas delineate 
the nature of realities and have that ultimate aim. 
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2. They said to the organ' of speech, 'Chant 
(the Udgitha) for us.’ ‘All right,’ said the organ 
of speech and chanted for them. The common 
good that comes of the organ of speech, it secured 
for the gods by chanting, while the fine speaking 
it utilised for itself. The Asuras knew that 
through this chanter the gods would surpass 
them. They charged it and struck it with evil. ' 
That evil is what we come across when one 
speaks improper things. 

They, the gods, after deciding thus, said to the 
organ of speech, i.e. the deity identified with the organ, 
‘Chant (the Udgitha), or perform the function of the 
priest called Udgatr, for us.’ That is, they thought 
that this function belonged to the deity of the organ of 
speech, and that it was the deity referred to by the 
Mantra for repetition, 'From evil lead me to good' 
(I. ii. 28). Here the organ of speech and the rest are 
spoken of as the agents of meditation and work. Why? 
Because in reality all our activities in the field of medi- 
tation and work are done by them and belong to them. 
That they are not done by the Self will be stated 
at length in the fourth chapter, in the passage, ‘It 
thinks, as it were, and shakes, as it were,' etc. (IV. 
iii. 7). Here too, at the end of the chapter it will be 
concluded that the whole universe of action, its factors 
and its results, beginning with the Undifferentiated, 
comes within the category of ignorance: ‘This 
(universe) indeed consists of these three: name, form 


1 In this and the succeeding paragraphs the organ refers 
to the deity identified with it. 
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and action’ (I. vi. 1). And the Supreme Self, which 
is beyond the Undifferentiated, does not consist of 
name, form and action, and is the subject-matter of 
knowledge, will be concluded separately by the denial 
of things other than the Self with the words, ‘Not this, 
not this.’ While the transmigrating self, which is 
conjured up by the limiting adjunct (Upadhi) of the 
aggregate of the organ of speech etc., will be shown as 
falling under the category of that aggregate in the 
passage, ‘(The Self) comes out (as a separate entity) 
from these elements, and (this separateness) is destroyed 
with them’ (II. iv. 12 ; IV. v. 13). Therefore it is but 
proper to speak of the organ of speech etc. as being the 
agents of meditation and work and receiving their fruits. 

‘All right, so be it,’ said the organ of speech, 
when requested by the gods, and chanted for them, for 
the sake of the gods who wanted it done. What was the 
particular effect of the chanting done. by the organ of 
speech for the sake of the gods? This is being stated: 
It is the common good of all the organs that comes 
through the instrumentality of the organ of speech, on 
account of the activities of speaking etc., for this is the 
fruit shared by all of them. That :£ secured for the gods 
by chanting the three hymns called Pavamana.! While 
the result produced by chanting the remaining nine, 
which, as we know from the scriptures,? accrues to the 


lIn the sacrifice called Jyotistoma twelve hymns are 
chanted by the Udgatr. The fruits of chanting the first three 
of these, called Pavamàna, go to the sacrificer, and those of 
the rest to the chanting priest. 

2 "Then through the remaining hymns (the chanter) 
should secure eatable food for himself by chanting' (I. iii. 28). 
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priest—the fine or articulated speaking—it utilised for 
itself. Perfect enunciation of syllables is the special 
function of the deity of speech ; hence that is specified 
by the expression, ‘fine speaking.’ While the effect of 
speaking that helps the body and organs in general 
belongs to the sacrificer as his share. Now, finding a 
loophole in the attachment of the deity in utilising its 
power of fine speaking for itself, the Asuras knew-— 
what?—that through this chanter the gods would sur- 
pass them, overcome the natural thoughts and actions 
by the light of those acquired. through the scriptures, 
as represented by the chanter. Knowing this they 
charged it, the chanter, and struck, i.e. touched, it with 
evil, their own attachment. That evil which was in- 
jected into the vocal organ of Prajapati in his former 
incarnation, is visible even to-day. What is it? What 
we come across when one speaks improper things, or 
what is forbidden by the scriptures ; it is that which 
prompts one to speak, even against one’s wishes, what 
is inelegant, dreadful, false and so on. That it still 
persists in the vocal organ of people who have 
descended from Prajapati is inferred from this effect of 
improper speaking. This evil that is so inferred is the 
one that got into the vocal organ of Prajapati, for an 
effect conforms to its cause. 


sr E mga, cd a sqrafa, eife, dem: 
ATT SANTA; A: ATS Are Sars SRI, Ad 
eet fafa darn) à fageaia a a sgae- 
qat, aafiaga aar; @ a: up STAT, 
audeas ort zx aa a AT N 3 N 
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3. Then they said to the nose ' Chant (the 
Udgitha) for us.’ ‘ All right,’ said the eye and 
chanted for them. The common good that comes 
of the nose, it secured for the gods by chanting, 
while the &ne smelling it utilised for itself. The 
Asuras knew that through this chanter the gods 
would surpass them. They charged it and struck 
it with evil. That evil is what we come across 
when one smells improper things. 


aa x pep, a a anre. eur, uu 
agamag! erg wet a ana, 
emere qwafa agendi d (age da zu 
sederedt[a, antiga qreerqenmp. a a: a 
qa, axem quere up ue up AAT d N 


4. Then they said to the eye, ' Chant (the 
Udgitha) for us.’ ‘ All right,’ said the eye and 
chanted for them. The common good that comes 
of the eye, it secured for the gods by chanting, 
while the fine seeing it utilised for itself. The 
-Asuras knew that through this chanter the gods 
would surpass them. They charged it and struck 
it with evil. That evil is what we come across 
when one sees improper things. 


ay g Aaga, cd a safe ala, a: 
Agaa; a: tt aired uper arma, 
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gepadro soft agen d Aga dos 
nAaR, aahager qa, qo 
a rar, aquse »zuPtfe ep Up ur AAT HS N 


5. Then they said to the ear, ' Chant (the 
Udgitha) for us.’ ' All right,’ said the ear and 
chanted for them. The common good that comes 
of the ear, it secured for the gods by chanting, 
while the fine hearing it utilised for itself. The 
Asuras knew that through this chanter the gods 
would surpass them. They charged it and struck 
it with evil. That evil is what we come across 
when one hears improper things. 


aay W Ha Fe: a d sra ue, ded aa 
SATA; di AAS red Req SIDE , AHA 
eeu durus gres 2 a sarretcaedifa, 
anfager MANAA; eod ae RIR- 
Wd daria up Uu Te; Tag Ure uar: 
qatar, Tana: MATAA N È N 


6. Then they said to the mind, ‘Chant (the 
Udgitha) for us.’ ' All right,’ said the mind and 
chanted for them. The common good that 
comes of the mind, it secured for the gods by 
chanting, while the fine thinking it utilised for 
itself. The Asuras knew that through this chanter 
the gods would surpass them. They charged it 
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and struck it with evil. That evil is what we 
come across when one thinks improper things. 
Likewise they also touched these (other) deities 
with evil—struck them with evil. 


Likewise they tried one by one the deities of the 
nose etc., thinking that they were each the deity referred 
to by the Mantra enjoined for repetition and were to 
be meditated upon, since they too chanted the Udgitha. 
And the gods came to this conclusion that the deities of 
the organ of speech and the rest, whom they tried one 
by one, were incapable of chanting the Udgitha, 
because they contracted evil from the Asuras owing to 
their attachment to utilising their power of doing fine 
performances for themselves. Hence none of them was 
the deity referred to by the Mantra, 'From evil lead 
me to good, etc. (I. iii. 28), nor were they to be 
meditated upon, since they were impure and did not 
include the others. Likewise, just as in the case of 
the organ of speech etc., they also touched these (other) 
deities that have not been mentioned, the skin and the 
rest, with evil, that is to say, struck them with evil. 


The gods, even after approaching one by one the 
deities of speech etc., were helpless as regards tran- 
scending death. 


ag tamara ogg: cd od anb; cuiu, 
&a qw STUD STRE; È gea d a sgranà- 
atà, cafiger qiammiquam ; € UIT 
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AA friaa, qi Pu faeere faena farg:, 
edt FAT Mata, TOSET; WAARAAN, AIST 
Ruaa wala a at a 9! 


7. Then they said to this vital force in the 
mouth, ‘Chant (the Udgitha) for us.’ “Al 
right,’ said the vital force and chanted for them. 
The Asuras knew that through this chanter the 
gods would surpass them. They charged it and 
wanted to strike it with evil. But as a clod of 
earth, striking against a rock, is shattered, so 
were they shattered, flung in all directions, and 
perished. Therefore the gods became (fire etc.), 
and the Asuras were crushed. He who knows 
thus becomes his true self, and his envious kins- 
man is crushed. 

Then they said to this—pointing it out—vital force 
in the mouth, having its seat in the oral cavity, ‘Chant 
(the Udgitha) for us.’ “All right, said the vital force 
to the gods who sought its protection, and chanted, etc. 
All this has been explained. The Asuras wanted to 
Strike it, the vital force in the mouth, which was free 
from taint, with evil, the taint of their own attachment. 
Having succeeded with the organ of speech etc., they, 
through the persistence of that habit, desired to conta- 
minate it too, but perished, were routed. How? This 
is being illustrated: As in life a clod of earth, striking 
against a rock, hurled at it with the intention of crush- 
ing it, is itself shattered or crushed to atoms, so were 
they shattered, flung in all directions, and perished. 
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Because it so happened, therefore, owing to this 
destruction of the Asuras—i.e. dissociation from the 
evils due to natural attachment, which checked the 
manifestation of their divinity—by virtue of taking 
refuge in the vital force in the mouth, which is ever 
unattached, the gods, the organs that are under consid- 
eration, became—what?—their own divine selves, fire 
and so forth, to be mentioned later on. Formerly also 
they had been fire and so on, but with their knowledge 
covered by natural evil, they had identified themselves 
with the body alone. On the cessation of that evil 
they gave up their identification with the body ; and 
the organ of speech and the rest realised their identity 
with fire and so on, as taught by the scriptures. And 
the Asuras, their enemies, were crushed. 

The sacrificer of a past age who is mentioned in 
the story, coming across this Vedic allegory, tested in 
the same order the deity of speech and the rest, dis- 
carded them as stricken with the taint of attachment, 
identified himself with the taintless vital force in the 
mouth, and thereby giving up his limited identification 
with the body only, as represented by the organ of 
speech and the rest, identified himself with the body 
of Viraj, his present status of Prajapati, which, as the 
scriptures say, represents the identification of the organ 
of speech etc. with fire and so on. Similarly the 
sacrificer of to-day, by the same procedure, becomes 
his true self, as Prajapati. And his envious kinsman, 
the evil that opposes his attainment of the status of 
Prajapati, is crushed. A kinsman is sometimes friendly, 
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as, for instance, Bharata.! But the evil due to attach- 
ment to sense-objects is an envious kinsman, for it 
hides one's real nature as the Self. It is crushed like 
the clod of earth by one's union with the vital force. 
Who gets this result? He who knows thus, i.e. like 
the ancient sacrificer realises his identity with the vital 
force described above. 


Having finished with the result (of meditation on 
the vital force) the Sruti resumes its allegorical form 
and goes on. Why should the vital force in the mouth 
be resorted to as one's self, to the exclusion of the 
organ of speech and the rest? To explain this by 
stating reasons, the Sruti points out through the story 
that it is because the vital force is the common self of 
the organ of speech etc. as well as of the body. 


a ate, m gp AA p MaR; SUIHICU- 
saft ; esame enfzusr, agat fe W: ei 


8. They said, ' Where was he who has thus 
restored us (to our divinity) ? ' (and discovered): 
‘Here he is within the mouth.’ The vital force 
is called Ayasya Angirasa, for it is the essence of 
the members (of the body). 


They, the organs of Prajapati, which were restored 
to their divinity by the vital force in the mouth, and 
thus attained their goal, said, ‘Where was he who has 
thus restored us to our divinity?’ The particle ‘nu’ 


1 The half-brother of Rama in the Ramayana. 
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indicates deliberation. People who have been helped 
by somebody generally remember their benefactor. The 
organs likewise remembered, and thinking on who it 
might be, realised the vital force within themselves, in 
the aggregate of body and organs. How? ‘Here he 
is within the mouth, is visibly present within the ether 
that is in the mouth.’ People decide after delibera- 
tion ; so did the gods. Since the vital force was per- 
ceived by them as being present in the internal cther 
without assuming any particular form like that of the 
organ of speech etc., therefore the vital force is called 
Ayasya. And since it did not assume any particular 
form, it restored the organ of speech etc. to their real 
status. Hence it is Angirasa, the self of the body and 
organs. How? For it is, as is well-known, the 
essence, i.e. the self, of the members, i.e. of the body 
and organs. And how is it the essence of the members? 
Because, as we shall say later on, without it they dry 
up. Since, being the self of the members and not 
assuming any particular form, the vital force is the 
common self of the body and organs and pure, therefore 
it alone, to the exclusion of the organ of speech etc., 
should be resorted to as one's self—this is the import 
of the passage. For the Self alone should be realised 
as one’s self, since correct notions lead to well-being, 
and erroneous notions, as we find, lead to evil. 


T at aa Euer gaia, et Hea NT; ete 
qt aega a usd Sa sg 
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g. This deity is called Dur, because death is 
far from it. Death is far from one who knows 


thus. 
Objection : One may think that the purity of the 


vital force is not a proved fact. 

Reply : Has this not been refuted by the state- 
ment that the vital force is free from the attachment 
that the organ of speech and the rest betray by utilis- 
ing their power of fine speaking etc. for themselves? 

Objection: True, but since as Angirasa it is 
spoken of as the self of the organ of speech etc., it may 
be impure through contact with the latter, just as one 
touched by another who has touched a corpse is 
impure. 

Reply : No, the vital force is pure. Why? Be- 
cause this deity is called Dur. ‘This’ refers to the vital 
force, reaching which the Asuras were shattered like a 
clod of earth hitting a rock. It is the deity within the 
present sacrificer’s body whom the gods concluded as 
their saviour saying, ‘Here he is within the mouth.’ | 
And the vital force may well be called a deity, being 
a part! of the act of meditation as its object. Because 
the vital force is called Dur, i.e. is well known as Dir 
—to be ‘called’ is synonymous with being ‘celebrated 
as'—therefore its purity is well known, from this name 
of Dur. Why is it called Dur? Because Death, the 
evil of attachment, is far from it, this deity, vital force. 
Death, although it is close to the vital force, is away 
from it, because the latter is ever unattached. There- 


1 Just as a god is a part of a sacrifice distinct trom the 
offerings etc. A sacrifice consists of the offerings and deities. 
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fore the vital force is well-known as Dir. Thus its 
purity is conspicuous. The results accruing to a 
knower of this are being stated: Death is far from one 
who knows thus, that is, who meditates upon the vital 
force endowed with purity, which is the topic of the 
section. Meditation is mentally approaching the form 
of the deity or the like as it is presented by the 
eulogistic portions of the Vedas relating to the objects 
of meditation, and concentrating on it, excluding con- 
ventional notions, till one is as completely identified 
with it as with one’s body, conventionally regarded as 
one’s self. Compare such Sruti passages as, ‘Being a 
god, he attains the gods’ (IV. i. 2), and ‘What deity 
are you identified with in the east?’ (III. ix. 20). 


It has been stated, ‘This deity is called Dir 
Death is far from one who knows thus.’ How is death 
far from one who knows thus? Being incongruous 
with this knowledge. In other words, the evil due to 
the attachment of the organs to contact with the sense- 
objects is incongruous with one who identifies oneself 
with the vital force, for it is caused by the identifica- 
tion with particular things such as the organ of speech, 
and by one’s natural ignorance ; while the identification 
with the vital force comes of obedience to the scrip- 
tures. Hence, owing to this incongruity, it is but 
proper that the evil should be far from one who knows 
thus. This is being pointed out: 


a at aa adarat saat qr GARA 
5 
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aai faxnaceagaataannt, eum ure farag- 
wa; ama saaa, araa, Aeara 


zc perat uou 


IO. This deity took away death, the evil of 
these gods, and carried it to where these quarters 
end. There it left their evils. Therefore one 
should not approach a person (of that region), 
nor go to that region beyond the border, lest one 
imbibe that evil, death. 


This deity—already explained—took away death, 
the evil of these gods such as the god of speech, identi- 
fied with the vital force. Everybody dies because of 
the evil due to the attachment of the organs to contact 
with the sense-objects, prompted by his natural ignor- 
ance. Hence this evil is death. The vital force is 
here spoken of as taking it away from the gods, simply 
because they identified themselves with the vital force. 
As a matter of fact, evil keeps away from this knower 
just because it is out of place there. What did the 
vital force do after taking away death, the evil of the 
gods? It carried it to where these quarters, east and 
so forth, end. One may question how this was done, 
since the quarters have no end. The answer is that it 
is all right, for the quarters are here conceived as being 
that stretch of territory which is inhabited by people 
possessing Vedic knowledge ; hence ‘the end of the 
quarters’ means the country inhabited by people who 
hold opposite views, as a forest is spoken of as the end 
of the country.! Carrying them, there it, the deity, 


1 That is, inhabited country. 
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vital force, left their evils, the evils of these gods.— 
The word ‘Papmanah’ is accusative plural.—‘Left,’ lit. 
placed in various humiliating ways, and, as is under- 
stood from the sense of the passage, among the inhabit- 
ants of that region beyond the border who do not 
identify themselves with the vital force. That evil is 
due to the contact of the senses (with their objects) ; 
hence it must reside in some living being. Therefore 
one Should not approach, i.e. associate with by address- 
ing or seeing, a person of the region beyond the border. 
Association with him would involve contact with evil, 
for it dwells in him. Nor go to that region beyond the 
border, where such people live, called ‘the end of the 
quarters,’ although it may be deserted ; and the impli- 
cation is, nor to any man out of that land. Lest one 
imbibe that evil, death, by coming into contact with 
such people. Out of this fear one should neither 
approach these people nor go to that region. ‘Ned’ 
(lest) is a particle denoting apprehension. 


Wr qrouwwr Anat aa qed sar 
gemi HCIHeTWEd tt ** d 


II. This deity after taking away death, the 
evil of these gods, next carried them beyond 
death. 


Now the result of this act of meditation on the 
vital force as one's own self, viz. the identification of 
the organ of speech etc. with fire and so on, is being 
stated. This deity next carried them beyond death. 
Because death, or the evil that limits one to the body, 
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is removed by the identification with the vital force, 
therefore the latter is the destroyer of the evil of death. 
Hence that vital force carried these gods, that of speech 
and the rest, beyond death, the evil which is being 
discussed, and made them realise their respective un- 
limited divine forms as fire and so on. 


HW q^ WISH cAI; Al WaT HARA- 
gaa aishicaad; Asan: quu gagaan 
AAA i RN 


IZ. It carried the organ of speech, the fore- 
most one, first. When the organ of speech got 
rid of death, it became fire. That fire, having 
transcended death, shines beyond its reach. 


It, the vital force, carried the organ of speech, the 
foremost one, first. Its importance consists in being a 
better instrument in the chanting of the Udgitha than 
the other organs. What was its form after it was 
carried beyond death? When the organ of speech got 
vid of death, it became fire. Formerly also it was fire, 
and being dissociated from death it became fire itself, 
with only this difference: That fire, having tran- 
scended death, shines beyond its reach. Before its 
deliverance it was hampered by death and, as the 
organ of speech pertaining to the body, was not lumin- 
ous as now ; but now, being freed from death, it shines 
beyond its reach. 


HY MRA; A al AAAA HI 
agana; asd arg: Gtr gegala: qe i $30 
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I3. Then it carried the nose. When it got 
rid of death, it became air. That air, having 
transcended death, blows beyond its reach. 

Similarly the nose became air. It, having tran- 
scended death, blows beyond its reach. The rest has 
been explained. 


ay agaaga; a HOIHOIQUd a 
arfgeatista ; atsararizer: ater agaa- 
carat n 82 N 

14. Then it carried the eye. When the eye 
got rid of death, it became the sun. That sun, 
having transcended death, shines beyond its 
reach. 

Likewise the eye became the sun. He shines. 


a MAA; Tat agaaga aT 
Rasa; at gat faq: ator gA: N RY I 
Is. Then it carried the ear. When the ear 
got rid of death, it became the quarters. Those 
quarters, having transcended death, remain 
beyond its reach. 
Similarly the ear became the quarters. The 
quarters remain, divided into the east and so forth. 


ay aAa; Adal AyAeyeIT a 
aam WI, As ag: quur uequfesnred 
aif; web om at aaaer aaa aegafaagia - usd 
az ute tl 
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16. Then it carried the mind. When the 
mind got rid of death, it became the moon. That 
moon, having transcended death, shines beyond 
its reach. So does this deity catry one who 
knows thus beyond death. 

The mind became the moon and shines. As the 
vital force carried the ancient sacrificer beyond death 
by transforming the organ of speech etc. into fire and 
so on, so does this deity carry one, the sacrificer of 
to-day, who knows thus the vital force as including the 
five organs, that of speech etc. For the Sruti says, 
'One becomes exactly as one meditates upon Him' 
'$. X. v. 2. 20). 


SITCHISSTIHNITTU ; ats menn 
agaa, ze talsi n 29 tt 


17. Next it secured eatable food for itself 
by chanting, for whatever food is eaten, is eaten 
by the vital force alone, and it rests on that. 

As the organ of speech and the rest had chanted 
for their own sake, so the vital force in the mouth, 
after securing, by chanting the three hymns called 
Pavamana, the result to be shared by all the organs, 
viz. identity with Viraj, next secured eatable food for 
itself by chanting the remaining nine hymns. We have 
already said that according to the Vedas the priests get 
the results of a sacrifice.! How do we know that the 


1 This although they officiate in the sacrifice on behalf 
of the sacrificer. The latter afterwards purchases them on 
payment of a fee to the priests. 
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vital force secured that eatable food for itsclf by chant- 
ing? The resaon is being stated: For whatever food 
—food in general is meant—is eaten by creatures in the 
world is eaten by the vital force (Ana) alone. The 
particle ‘hi’ (for) denotes a reason. ‘Ana’ is a well- 
known name of the vital force. There is another word 
‘Anas’! ending in s, which means a cart, but this word 
ends in a vowel and is a synonym of the vital force. 
Besides, the vital force not only eats the eatable food, 
it also rests on that food, when it has been transformed 
into the body. Therefore the vital force secured the 
eatable food for itself by chanting, in order that it 
might live in the body. Although the vital force eats 
food, yet, because it is only in order that it might live 
in the body, there is no question of its contracting the 
evil due to attachment to fine performance, as was the 
case with the organ of speech and the rest. 


d WI SUI, WaT ee Aa AMY, dard 
amr, ag astra argsedía qus 
cifra , cate, di eme goatee | AEREA- 
qarn eereqeafed ; wa g qr uei eur afe- 
Aaka, wat cart Sig: gt ur naana A- 
afta ad aq, a oz Bih cag ofa slays a 
dad svp waft, saa waaag wai, di 
dang vrata, a gars arent wale d R N 


1 The nominative singular of both is ‘Anah.’ Hence the 
explanation. It should be noted that the word ‘Anena’ is 
also the instrumental singular of the pronoun ‘Idam’ (this 
or it). 
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I8. The gods said, ' Whatever food there is, 
is just this much, and you have secured it for 
yourself by chanting. Now let us have a share 
in this food.’ ‘Then sit around facing me,’ 
(said the vital force). ‘ All right,’ (said the gods 
and) sat down around it. Hence whatever food 
one eats through the vital force satisfies these. 
So do his relatives sit around facing him who 
knows thus, and he becomes their support, the 
greatest among them and their leader, a good 
eater of food and the ruler of them. That one 
among his relatives who desires to rival a man 
of such knowledge is powerless to support his 
dependants. But one who follows him, or 
desires to maintain one’s dependants being under 
him, is alone capable of supporting them. 


Is it not wrong to assert that all food ‘is eaten by 
the vital force alone,’ since the organ of speech and the 
rest are also benefited by the food? The answer is: 
No, for that benefit comes through the vital force. 
How the benefit done to the organ of speech etc. by 
the food comes through the vital force, is being 
explained: The gods, the organ of speech etc., called 
gods because they bring their respective objects to 
light, said to the vital force in the mouth, ‘Whatever 
food there ts, is eaten in the world to sustain life, . 
ts just this much, and no more.—The particle ‘vai’ 
recalls what is well known.—And you have secured it 
all for yourself by chanting, i.e. have appropriated it 
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through chanting for your own use ; and we cannot live 
without food. Therefore now let us have a share in 
this food that is for yourself.'—The absence of the 
causative suffix in the verb is a Vedic licence.—The 
meaning is, make us also sharers of the food. The 
other said, ‘Then, if you want food sit around facing 
me.’ When the vital force said this, the gods said, 
‘All right, and sat down around it, i.e. encircling the 
vital force. As they sit thus at the command of the 
vital force, the food eaten by it, while sustaining life, 
also satisfies them. The organ of speech and the rest 
have no independent relation to food. Therefore the 
assertion that all food ‘is eaten by the vital force alone’ 
is quite correct. This is what the text says: Hence, 
because the gods, the organ of speech etc., at the 
command of the vital force, sat around facing it, being 
under its protection, therefore whatever food one eats 
through the vital force satisfies these, the organ of 
speech etc. 

So, as the organ of speech and the rest did with 
the vital force, do his relatives also sit around facing 
him who knows thus. knows the vital force as the 
support of the organ of speech etc.—knows that the 
five organs such as that of speech rest on the vital 
force ; that is, he becomes the refuge of his relatives. 
And with his food he becomes the support of his 
relatives who sit around facing him, as the vital force 
was of the organ of speech etc. Also, the greatest 
among Lhem and their leader, as the vital force was of 
the organs. Further, a good eater of food, i.e. free 
from disease, and the ruler of them, an absolute 
protector, or independent master, just as the vital force 
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was of the organ of speech etc. All this result comes 
to one who knows the vital force in the above way. 
Moreover that one among his relatives who desires to 
rival a man of such knowledge, i.e. the knower of the 
vital force, is powerless to support his dependants, like 
the Asuras who had rivalry with the vital force. But, 
among his relatives, one who follows him, this knower 
of the vital force, as the organ of speech and the rest 
did the vital force, or who desires to maintain one's 
dependants being under him, just as the organs desired 
to support themselves by following the vital force, is 
alone capable of supporting ihem, and none else who 
is independent. All this is described as the result of 
knowing the attributes of the vital force. 


In order to demonstrate that the vital force is the 
self of the body and organs, it has been introduced as 
Angirasa, ‘It is Ayàsya Angirasa’ (par. 8). But it 
has not been specifically stated why it is called Angi- 
rasa. The following paragraph is introduced to furnish 
that reason. If that reason is valid, then only will the 
vital force be admitted to be the self of the body and 
organs. It has next been stated that the organ of 
speech and the rest depend on the vital force. To show 
how that can be proved the text says: 


SISA emíarcer, agai Te Ta: ; srt «T 
ASA xen, MN AR qp ARTA TA: , CTHTUERHTCR- 
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crags Semi aa eegena, uw fe aT 
AFTA Ta: e N 


IQ. It is called Ayasya Angirasa, for it is 
the essence of the members (of the body). The 
vital force is indeed the essence of the members. 
Of course it is their essence. (For instance), from 
whichever meinber the vital force departs, right 
there it withers. Therefore this is of course the 
essence of the members. 


It is called Ayásya Angirasa, etc.—This is repeated 
here as it is (from paragraph 8) for the sake of the 
answer. The passage ending with, ‘The vital force is 
indeed the essence of the members,’ reminds us of what 
has already been explained. How? The vital force 
is indeed the essence of the members. Of course 1t ts 
their essence. The particle ‘hi’ denotes a well-known 
fact. Everybody knows that the vital force, and not 
the organ of speech etc., is the essence of the members. 
Therefore it is right to remind us of this fact with the 
words, ‘The vital force is indeed.’ How is it well- 
known? From whichever member—any part of the 
body without distinction is meant—the vital force 
departs, right there it, that member, withers or dries 
up. The word ‘therefore,’ signifying conclusion, is 
construed with the last sentence. Therefore this 1s of 
course the essence of the members, is the conclusion. 
Hence it is proved that the vital force is the self of the 
body and organs. Because when the self departs, 
withering or death (of the body) takes place. Hence 
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all creatures live through that. Therefore, leaving out 
the organ of speech and the rest, the vital force alone 
should be meditated upon. This is the sense of the 
whole passage. 


The vital force is the self not only of the body and 
organs, which represent form and action respectively, 
but also of the Vedas, Rc, Yajus and Saman, which 
consist of name. Thus the Sruti magnifies the vital 
force, extolling it as the self of all, to show that it is a 
fit object of meditation. 


UN s uq geeqta:; and gudi, eei us afer, 
TEATS TREE: | Re N 


20. This alone is also Brhaspati (lord of the 
Rc). Speech is indeed Brhati (Rc) and this is 
its lord. Therefore this is also Brhaspati. 


This alone, the vital force in question called Angi- 
rasa, is also Brhaspati. How? Speech is indeed 
Brhati, the metre with thirty-six syllables. The metre 
Anustubh is speech. How? For the Sruti says, 
"Speech is indeed Anustubh' (Tai. S. V. i. 3. 5). And 
this speech called Anustubh is included in the metre 
Brhati. Hence it is right to say, ‘Speech is indeed 
Brhati,’ as a well-known fact. And in Brhati all Rces 
are included, for it is extolled as the vital force. For 
another Sruti says, ‘Brhati is the vital force.’ (Ai. A. 
II. i. 6) ; ‘One should know the Rces as the vital force’ 
(Ibid. II. ii. 2). The Rces are included in the vital 
force, as they consist of speech. How this is so is 
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being explained: And this vital force is its lord, the 
lord of speech, i.e. of the Rces in the form of Brhati. 
For it gives rise to speech, since the Rces are recited 
through the air which is propelled by the fire in the 
stomach. Or the vital force may be the lord of speech, 
being its protector, for speech is protected by the vital 
force, since a dead man has no power to utter words. 
Therefore this is also Brhaspati, i.e. the vital force is 
the self of the Rces. 


OT S oU agoe: , qnd sug, qe uw afa:, 
AER SANETI: | RR tl 


2I. This alone is also Brahmanaspati (lord of 
the Yajus.) Speech is indeed Brahman (Yajus), 
and this is its lord. Therefore this is also 
Brahmaņaspati. 

Similarly the self of the Yajuses. How? This 
alone is also Brahmanaspati. Speech is Brahman or 
Yajus, which is a kind of speech. And this is its lord, 
the lord of that Yajus. Therefore this is indeed Brah- 
manaspati, as before. 

How is it known that the words ‘Brhat? and 
‘Brahman’ mean the Rc and the Yajus respectively, 
and nothing else? Because at the end (of this topic, 
in the next paragraph) the word ‘speech’ is used as 
co-ordinate with ‘Saman,’ ‘Speech is indeed Saman.’ 
Similarly in the sentences, ‘Speech is indeed Brhat?’ 
and ‘Speech is indeed Brahman,’ the words ‘Brhati,’ 
and ‘Brahman’, which are co-ordinate with ‘speech’, 
ought to mean the Rc and the Yajus respectively. On 
the principle of the residuum also this is correct. When 
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the Saman is mentioned, the Rc and the Yajus alone 
remain. Another reason is that they are both forms of 
speech. The Rc and the Yajus are particular kinds of 
speech. Hence they can well be co-ordinated with 
speech. Moreover, unless they are taken in that sense, 
there will be no difference between the two terms of 
each sentence. (In the next two paragraphs) 'Sàman' 
and 'Udgitha' clearly denote specific objects. Similarly 
the words ‘Brhat? and ‘Brahman’ ought to denote 
specific objects. Otherwise, not conveying any specific 
object, they would be useless, and if that specific object 
be mere speech, both sentences would be tautological. 
And lastly, the words Rc, Yajus, Saman and Udgitha 
occur in the Vedas in the order here indicated. 


UN 3 Ut IH HH Al, Ra, at aA 
TATA: AMAT | aKa aa: EPO, Gat AIRA, 
eat ana, aa ufafeue, sut eir, 
TENTAT AMA; SU NIU AST ASH u- 
AACA a Il 3R Ul 


22. This alone is also Saman. Speech is 
indeed Sa, and this is Ama. Because it is Sa 
(speech) and Ama (vital force), therefore Saman 
is so called. Or because it is equal to a white 
ant, equal to a mosquito, equal to an elephant, 
equal to these three worlds, equal to this 
universe, therefore this is also Saman. He who 
knows this Sàman (vital force) to be such attains 
union with it, or lives in the same world as it. 
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This alone is also Saman. How? This is being 
explained: Speech is indeed Sa, whatever is denoted 
by feminine words is speech, for the pronoun Sa (she) 
refers to all objects denoted by them. Similarly this 
vital force is Ama. The word 'Ama' refers to all 
objects denoted by masculine words. For another 
Sruti says, ‘How do you get my masculine names? He 
should reply: Through the vital force. And how my 
feminine names? Through speech’ (Kau. I. 7). So 
this word 'Saman' denotes speech and the vital force. 
Again, the word ‘Saman’ denotes a chant consisting only 
of a combination of tones etc. that are produced by the 
vital force. Hence there is nothing called Sadman 
except the vital force and speech, for the tone, syllables, 
etc. are produced by the vital force and depend on it. 
‘This’ vital force ‘alone is also Saman,' because what 
is generally known as Saman is a combination of speech 
and the vital force, Sa and Ama. Therefore Saman, 
the chant consisting of a combination of tones etc.. is 
so called, weliknown in the world. 


Or because it is equal in all those respects to be 
presently mentioned, therefore this is also Samanm. 
This is the construction. The word 'or' is gathered on 
the strength of the alternative reason indicated for the 
derivation of the word ‘Saman.’ In what respects is 
the vital force equal? This is being answered: Equal 
to the body of a white ant, equal to the body of a 
mosquito, equal io the body of am elephant, equal to 
these three worlds, i.e. the body of Viraj, equal to this 
universe, i.e. the form of Hiranyagarbha. The vital 
force is equal to all these bpdies such as that of the 
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white ant in the sense that it is present in its entirety 
in them, as the essential characteristics of a cow (Gotva) 
are present in each individual cow. It caunot be 
merely of the size of these bodies, for it is formless and 
all-pervading. Nor does the equality mean just filling 
up those bodies by contraction or expansion like lamp- 
light in a jar, a mansion, etc. For the Sruti says, 
‘These are all equal, and all infinite’ (I. v. 13). And 
there is nothing inconsistent in an all-pervading prin- 
ciple assuming in different bodies their particular size. 
He who knows this Saman, i.e. the vital force called 
Saman because of its equality, whose glories are 
revealed by the Vedas, £o be such, gets this result: 
atiains union with it, identification with the same body 
and organs as the vital force, or lives in the same world 
as it, according to the difference in meditation. ‘This is 
meant to be the result of meditation continued till 
identity with the vital force is established. 


UTS qr; ATTY aT Se, MAAT LF Tae 
amg, are ater, sa ater rfe ep sehr: N R3 N 


23. This indeed is also Udgitha. The vital 
force is indeed Ut, for all this is held aloft by the 
vital force, and speech alone is Githa. This is 
Udgitha, because it is Ut and Githa. 


This indeed ts also Udgifha. The Udgitha is a 
particular division of the Sàman, not chanting, for the 
topic under discussion is Sàman. How is the vital 
force Udgitha? The vital force is indeed Ut, for all 
this universe is held aloft or supported by the vital 
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force. This prefix ‘ut,’ meaning holding aloft,.denotes 
a characteristic of the vital force. Therefore the vital 
force is Ut. Speech alone is Githd, for the division of 
Saman called Udgitha is a variety of sound. ‘Githa,’ 
coming from the root ‘gai,’ denoting sound, is nothing 
but speech. The Udgitha cannot be conceived of as 
having any other form but sound. Hence it is right to 
assert that speech is Githa. The vital force is Ut, and 
Githà is speech dependent on the vital force; hence 
the two together are denoted by one word: This is 
Udgitha. 


anA aA curé AAE, ed 
aa um gai Auaga, aasma eufz- 
WARR ; Aa a Aaa Ata ANA- 
QR R N 


24. Regarding this (there is) also (a story): 
Brahmadatta, the great-grandson of Cikitāna, 
while. drinking Soma, said, ‘ Let this Soma strike 
off my head if I say that Ayasya Angirasa 
chanted the Udgitha through any other than 
this (vital force and speech).’ Indeed he chanted 
through speech and the vital force. 


Regarding this subject described above a story is 
also narrated in the Sruti. Brahmadatta, the great- 
grandson! of Cikitàna, while drinking Soma in a sacri- 
fice, satd, “Let this Soma in the bowl that I am drink- 
ing strike off my head for being a liar, i.e. if I have 


1 Whose great-grandfather (i.e. Cikitàna) at least was 
living. This is implied by the suffix. See Panini IV. i. 163. 
6 
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told a lie.’—-The suffix of the verb is a substitute for 
an imperative suffix and expresses a .wish.1—How can 
he become a liar? This is being explained: “If I 
say that Aydsya Angirasa chanted the Udgitha through 
any other deity than this vital force combined with 
speech, which is being discussed.’ The term 'Ayàsya 
Angirasa,' denoting the vital force in the mouth, refers 
to the priest who chanted in the sacrifice of the ancient 
sages who projected this world. ‘If I say like this, I 
shall be a liar, and for entertaining this false notion let 
that deity strike off my head. The mention of his 
taking this oath shows that one must have a firm 
conviction of this knowledge.? This purport of the 
story the Sruti concludes in its own words: He, that 
chanter, called here Ayasya Angirasa, chanted through 
speech, which is subordinate to the vital force, and the 
vital force, which is his own self, meaning this is the 
significance of the oath. 


aeq Baer are a: oed Wa wala RTEA equ; 
qUI d Cac Ug cay, acaaeasad mfeerarfa exc 
feza, erar afar cacaqaaiedsd gate; aenea 
aa Agaa ug, aN aaa c nafa; vata 
ered xd a aAA: ed AT Il Rk Il 


25. He who knows the wealth of this Saman 
(vital force) attains wealth. Tone is indeed its 
wealth. Therefore one who is going to officiate 


1 Panini VII. i. 35. 
? That the vital force is the deity of the Udgitha. 
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as a priest should desire to have a rich tone in 
his voice, and he should do his priestly duties 
through that voice with a fine tone. Therefore 
in a sacrifice people long to see a priest with a 
good voice, like one who has wealth. He who 
knows the wealth of Saman to be such attains 
wealth. 


He who knows the wealth of this Saman, the vital 
force under consideration, denoted by the word 
'Saman,' which is here pointed out as being the one 
in the mouth—what happens to him?—he attains 
wealth. Having drawn his attention by tempting him 
with (a mention of) the result, the scripture tells the 
listener: Tone is indeed its wealth. ‘Tone’ is sweet- 
ness of the voice ; that is its wealth or ornament. For 
chanting, when attended with a good tone, appears as 
magnificent. Because this is so, therefore one who ts 
going to officiate as a priest, i.e. a chanter, should 
desire to have a rich tone in his voice, in order to 
enrich the Saman with that tone. This is an incidental 
injunction ; for if the vital force (identified with the 
chanter) is to be realised as having a good tone through 
the fact of Sàman possessing it, a mere wish will not 
effect this, and therefore, it is implied, appropriate 
means such as cleaning the teeth and sipping oil should 
be adopted. And he should do his priestly duties 
through that cultured voice with a fine tone. Because 
tone is the wealth of Saman and the latter is em- 
bellished by it, therefore in a sacrifice people long to 
see a priest with a good voice, as they do a rich man. 
It is a well-known fact that people want to see one who 
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has wealth. The result, already declared, of the medi- 
tation on this characteristic of the vital force is repeated 
as a conclusion: He who knows the wealth of Saman 


io be such attains wealth. 


ae Bee emt a: gaa aq, vate mr 
gang ; Wer d cat uw gau WR rem gau 
QUAN: FAW Fz d RE N 
26. He who knows the correct sound of this 
Saman (vital force) obtains gold. Tone is indeed 


its correct sound. He who knows the correct 
sound of Sàman to be such obtains gold. 


Now meditation on another attribute, viz. pos- 
sessing correct sound, is being enjoined. That too is 
having a good tone, but there is this difference: The 
previous one was sweetness of the voice ; whereas this, 
denoted by the word 'Suvarna,' is correct articulation 
according to the laws of phonetics. He who knows 
the correct sound of this Saman obtains gold, for the 
word 'Suvarna' means both a good tone and gold. That 
is to say, the result of meditating upon this attribute 
is the obtaining of gold, which is the common meaning 
of the word ‘Suvarna.’ Tone is indeed its correct 
sound. He who knows the correct sound of Saman to 
be such obtains gold. All this has been explained. 


aca aer art a: ofast ga ole & feu, 


^ 3.27] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 85 


vex 8 «num gun, ara fe eae agar: 
ferire sita 5 erm gem ÈR mg: RO N 


27. He who knows the support of this Siman 
(vital force) gets a resting place. Speech (certain 
parts of the body) is indeed its support. For 
resting on speech is the vital force thus chanted. 
Some say, resting on food (body). 


Similarly, in order to enjoin meditation on another 
feature of the vital force, viz. its support, the text 
says: He who knows the support of this Saman, i.e. 
speech, on which the Saman rests, gets a resting place. 
The result is aptly in accordance with the meditation, 
for the Sruti says, “(One becomes) exactly as one 
meditates upon Him’ ($. X. v. 2. 20). As before, 
when one has been tempted by a mention of the result 
and wants to hear what that support is, the scripture 
says: Speech is indeed the support of the Saman. 
‘Speech’ here means the different parts of the body 
such as the root of the tongue ; those are the support. 
This is explained by the text: For resting on speech, 
i.e. the root of the tongue and other places, :s the vital 
force thus chanted, assumes the form of a chant. 
Therefore speech is the support of the Saman. Some 
say, it is chanted resting on food. It is but proper to 
say that the vital force rests on this. Since this latter 
view is also unexceptionable, one should meditate at 
his option upon either speech or food as the support of 
the vital force. 
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ANT: TINAMAAN: ; a I BY rea 
am eiA, @ a aaa aat At 
agna, quer at Raa, ginta qaaa ; 
a agad at agaala, Aga AA, UTAR, 
gedmid mg, ead m SAAIE ; quu AT 
AnA, agi du, ARTI, Ue d 
maa, agi m megane; sedibus "e 
ere facrEa(üaréa | aa arita sAn 
SwaremsereHrmAq, tears dy at gota d wu 
RAI at; A uw uufarxtema at ARANA 
qr d wu WIR aural; aaagrafada ; a 
furgrerarar ann a aadaca ad asd 
cià gefta maA, | 


28. Now therefore the edifying repetition 
(Abhyàroha) only of the hymns called Pava- 
manas. The priest called Prastotr indeed recites 
the Saman. «While he recites it, these Mantras 
are to be repeated: From evil lead me to good. 
From darkness lead me to light. From death 
lead me to immortality. When the Mantra says, 
' From evil lead me to good,’ ‘evil’ means death, 
and ‘good’ immortality; so it says, “From death 
lead me to immortality, i.e. make me immortal.’ 
When it says, ‘ From darkness lead me to light,’ 

darkness’ means death, and ‘light,’ immortality: 
so 1t says, ' From death lead me to immortality, 
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or make me immortal.’ In the dictum, ‘ From 
death lead me to immortality,’ the meaning does 
not seem to be hidden. Then through the 
remaining hymns (the chanter) should secure 
eatable food for himself by chanting. Therefore, 
while they are being chanted, the sacrificer 
should ask for a boon—anything that he desires. 
Whatever objects this chanter possessed of such 
knowledge desires, either for himself or for the 
sacrificer, he secures them by chanting. This 
(meditation) certainly wins the world (Hiranya- 
garbha). He who knows the Saman (vital force) 
as such has not to pray lest he be unfit for this 
world. 


A repetition of Mantras is being prescribed for one 
who knows the vital force as such. The meditation by 
knowing which one is entitled to this repetition of 
Mantras has been mentioned. Now, because this 
repetition of Mantras by one possessed of such knowl- 
edge produces the result of elevation to divinity, there- 
fore it is being described here. This repetition, being 
connected with chanting, may be thought applicable to 
every chant ; so it is restricted by the mention of the 
Pavamanas. But since one may think that it should 
be done with all the three Pavamanas, the time is being 
further restricted: The priest called Prastoty indeed 
recites the Saman. While he recites it, i.e. when he 
begins to chant the Sàman, these Mantras are to be 
repeated. And this repetition of Mantras is called 
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‘Abhydroha,’ because through this repetition one 
‘possessed of such knowledge ‘advances towards’ the 
realisation of one’s innate divinity. The plural in 
‘these’ indicates that there are three Yajus Mantras. 
The use of the accusative case and the fact that these 
Mantras occur in a Brahmana or explanatory ‘portion 
of the Vedas, indicate that the usual accent should be 
used in these words, and not the special intonation’ 
used in the hymns. This repetition of Mantras is to 
be done by the sacrificer. 


These are the Yajus Mantras in question: From 
evil lead me to good. From darkness lead me to 
light. From death lead me to immortality. The 
meaning of the Mantras is hidden. So the Brahmana 
itself explains them: When the Mantra says, ‘From 
evil lead me to good,’ what is the meaning? ‘Evil’ 
means death, i.e. our natural actions and thoughts ; 
‘evil,’ because they degrade us very much; and 
“good,” i.e. actions and thoughts as they are regulated 
by the scriptures, means immortality, because they 
lead to it. Therefore the meaning is, ‘From evil 
actions and ignorance lead me to actions and thoughts 
that are regulated by the scriptures, i. e. help me to 
identify myself with those things that lead to divinity.’ 
The import of the sentence is being stated: So it says, 
‘Make me immortal? Similarly, when it says, ‘From 
darkness lead me to light,’ ‘darkness’ means death. 
All ignorance, being of the nature of a veil, is dark- 
ness ; and it again is death, being the cause of it. And 


1 Which is indicated by the use of the instrumental case 
in the directions. 
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‘light’ means immortality, the opposite of the above, 
one's divine nature. Knowledge, being luminous, : is 
called light ; and it again is immortality, being of an 
imperishable nature. So it says, ‘From death lead me 
to immortality, or make me immortal,’ as before. i. e. 
help me to realise the divine status of Viraj. The 
first Mantra means, help me to identify myself with 
the means of realisation, instead of with things that 
are not such ; while the second one means, help me 
to go beyond that even—for it is a form of ignorance 
—and attain identity with the result. The third 
Mantra, ‘From death lead me to immortality,’ gives 
the combined meaning of the first two, and is quite 
clear. In this the meaning does not seem to be hidden 
as in the first two, i. e. it should be taken literally. 

Then, after chanting for the sacrificer with the 
three Pavamanas, through the remaining hymns the 
chanter who knows the vital force and has become 
identified with it, should secure eatable food for him- 
self by chanting, just like the vital force. Because 
this chanter knows the vital force as above described, 
therefore he is able to obtain that desired object. 
Therefore, while they are being chanted, the sacnficer 
should ask for a boon—anything that he desires. Be- 
cause whatever objects this chanter possessed of such 
knowledge desires, either for himself or for the 
sacrificer, he secures them by chanting. This sentence 
should precede the one before it (for the sake of 
sense). 

Thus it has been stated that meditation and rites 
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. together lead to identification with Hiranyagarbha. 
There is no possibility of a doubt regarding this. 
Therefore a doubt is being raised as to whether, in the 
absence of rites, meditation alone can lead to that 
result or not. To remove it, the text says: This 
meditation on the vital force certainly wins the world 
(Hiranyagarbha!), even if it is disjoined from the rites. 
He has not to pray lest he be unfit for this world, for 
one who has already realised his identity with Hiranya- 
garbha cannot possibly pray for the attainment of 
him. A man who is already in a village is not eager 
about when he will reach it, as a man who is in a 
forest is.  Expectation is always about something 
remote, something other than one's self ; it is impossible 
with regard to one's own self. Therefore there is no 
chance of his fearing lest he should ever miss identity 
with Hiranyagarbha. 


Who gets this result? He who knows this Saman 
as Such, meditates upon the vital force whose glories 
have been described above, till he realises his identity 
with it in the following way: 'I am the pure vital 
force, not to be touched by the evils characteristic of 
the Asuras, viz. the attachment of the senses to their 
objects. The five organs such as that of speech have, 
by resting on me,.been freed from the defects of these 
evils, which spring from one's natural thoughts, and 
have become fire and so forth ; and they are connected 
with all bodies by partaking of the eatable food that 
belongs to me. Being Aügirasa, I am the self of all 


1 Who is the cosmic form of the vital force. 
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beings. And I am the self of speech manifesting itself 
as Rc, Yajus, Saman and Udgitha, for I pervade it 
and produce it. I am transformed into a chant as 
Saman, and have the external wealth or embellishment 
of a good voice ; and I also have a more intimate 
treasure, consisting of fine articulation according 
to phonetics. And when I become the chant, the 
throat and other parts of the body are my support. 
With these attributes I am completely present in all 
bodies beginning with that of a white ant, being form- 
less and all-pervading.' 


SECTION IV 


eren ardega: ASIAA MA- 
ACAASTLA , AISTACHICAN RA, datsEsmu- 
Wa; ATeCAaataeadiseaaacaaa Sra- 
rama SUPE quer walt; a acqsiisenteeriem- 
— A daq engem; wma gd 
atsenreqat nya aad ag 2 i 


I. In the beginning, this (universe) was but 
the self (Viraj) of a human form. He reflected 
and found nothing else but himself. He first 
uttered, ‘I am he.’ Therefore he was called 
Aham (I). Hence, to this day, when a person 
is addressed, he first says, ‘It is I,’ and then says 
the other name that he may have. Because he 
was first and before this whole (band of 
aspirants) burnt all evils, therefore he is called 
Purusa. He who knows thus indeed burns one 
who wants to be (Viraj) before him. 


It has been explained that one attains the status 
of Hiranyagarbha through a combination of medita- 
tion and rites. That the same result is attained only 
through meditation on the vital force has also been 
stated in the passage, ‘This certainly wins the world,’ 
etc. (I. iii. 28). The present section is introduced in 
order to describe the excellent results of Vedic medita- 
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tions and rites by setting forth the independence and 
other powers of Hiranyagarbha, who is himself the 
result of his past actions, in the projection, maintenance 
and dissolution of the universe. The meditations and 
rites that are prescribed in the ceremonial portion! of 
the Vedas would thereby be extolled by implication. 
The import, however, is this: The sum total of these 
results of meditation and rites belongs to the relative 
world, for Viraj? has been described as possessing fear, 
dissatisfaction, etc., has a body and organs, and con- 
sists of gross, differentiated and transient objects. 
This prepares the ground for what follows, since the 
knowledge of Brahman alone, which is going to be 
described, can lead to liberation. For one who is not 
disgusted with things of the world consisting of a 
variety of means: and ends is not entitled to cultivate 
the knowledge of the unity of the Self, as one who is 
not thirsty has no use for a drink. Therefore the 
delineation of the excellent results of meditation and 
rites is meant to introduce the succeeding portion. 
It wil also be said later on, 'Of all these, this Self 
alone should be realised' (I. iv. 7), 'This Self is dearer 
than a son' (I. iv. 8), and so on. 


In the beginning, before the manifestation of any 
other body, this universe of different bodies was but 
the self, was undifferentiated from the body of Viraj, 


1 Including the previous sections of this book. 

2 The word used here is ‘Prajapati,’ which means both 
Hiranyagarbha and Viràj, the subtle and gross forms, respect- 
ively, of the same being. Sankara often uses these two 
terms ‘almost interchangeably. This should be borne in mind 
to avoid confusion. 
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the first embodied being born out of the cosmic egg, 
who is here meant by the word 'self.' He is the pro- 
duct of Vedic meditations and rites. And this self was 
of a human form, with a head, hands, etc., i. e. Vira). 
He, who was born first, reflected on who he was and 
what his features were, and found nothing else but 
himself, consisting of the body and organs. He found 
only himself, the self of all. And as he had been 
purified by Vedic knowledge in his past life, he first 
uttered, ‘I am he,’ the Viraj who is the self of all. 
And because owing to his past impressions he first 
declared himself as Aham, therefore he was called 
Aham (I). That this is his name as given out by the 
Sruti will be mentioned later: ‘His secret name is 
Aham’ (V. v. 4). Hence, because this happened with 
Viraj, the cause, therefore, to this day, among men, 
his effects, when a person is addressed as, ‘Who are 
you?’ he first says, ‘It is I, describes himself as 
identified with his cause, Viraj, and then says, to one 
who inquires about his particular name, the other 
“name, the name of his particular body, such as 
Devadatta or Yajfiadatta, that he may have, as given 
to that particular body by his parents. 

And because he, Viraj, in his past incarnation 
when he was an aspirant, by an adequate practice of 
meditation and rites was the first of those who wanted 
to attain the status of Viraj by the same method, and 
before this whole band of aspirants burnt—what?— 
all evils, viz. attachment and ignorance, which ob- 
‘structed his attainment of the status of Viraj—because 
it was so, therefore he ts called Purusa, i. e. one who 
burnt first. As this Viraj became Purusa and Viraj by 
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burning all the obstructing evils, so another person, 
by the fire of his practice of meditation and rites, or 
by virtue of meditation alone, burns one—whom?— 
who wants to be Viraj before him, this sage. The text 
points him out in the words, ‘Who knows thus.’ It is 
implied that he has perfected himself in the practice of 


meditation. 


‘Objection: The desire to attain the status of 
Viraj must be dangerous, if one is burnt by a sage 
possessing this knowledge. 


Reply : There is nothing wrong in it, for burn- 
ing here means only the failure to attain the status of 
Viraj first, due to a deficiency in the practice of medi- 
tation. The man who uses the best means attains it 
first, and the man who is deficient in his means does 
not. This is spoken of as the former burning the 
latter. It is not that one who uses the best means 
actually burns the other. As in the world, when 
several people are having a running contest, the man 
who first reaches the destination may be said to burn 
the others, as it were, for they are shorn of their 
strength, so is the case here. 


In order to show that the results, meant to be 
extolled here, of meditation and rites enjoined in the 
ceremonial portion of the Vedas, are not beyond the 
range of transmigratory existence, the text goes on: 


etse, aearenrat faata ; @ qradhat sum, 
eA, ere futu, aq ware wa 
daa, meruere fetum wt vale uaa 
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2. He was afraid. Therefore people (still) 
are afraid to be alone. He thought, ' If there is 
nothing else but me, what am I afraid of?’ 
From that alone his fear was gone, for what was 
there to fear? It is from a second entity that 


fear comes. 


He, Viraj, who has been presented as the first 
embodied, being of a human form, was gfraid, just 
like us, says the text. Because this being with a 
human form, possessing a body and organs, was afraid 
owing to a false notion about his extinction, therefore, 
being similarly situated, people to this day are afraid 
to be alone. And the means of removing this false 
notion that caused the fear, was, as in our case, the 
right knowledge of the Self. He, Viraj, thought, ‘If 
there 1s nothing else but me, no other entity but myself 
to be my rival, what am I afraid of, for there is 
nothing to kill me?’ From that right knowledge of the 
Self alone his, Viraj’s fear was clean gone. That fear 
of Viraj, being due to sheer ignorance, was inconsistent 
with the knowledge of the Supreme Self. This is what 
the text says: For what was there to fear? That is, 
why was he afraid, since there could be no fear when 
the truth was known? Because it is from a second 
entity that fear comes, and that second entity is 
merely projected by ignorance. A second entity that 
is not perceived at all cannot certainly cause fear, 
for the Sruti says, ‘Then what delusion and what 
grief can there be for one who sees unity?’ (I$. 7). 
That his fear was removed by the knowledge of unity 
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was quite proper Why? Because fear comes of a 
second entity, and that notion of a second entity was 
removed by the knowledge of unity ; it was non- 
existent. 

Here some object: What was Viraj’s knowledge 
of unity due to? And who instructed him? If it 
came without any instruction, the same might also be 
true of us. If, however, it was due to the impres- 
sions of his past life, then the knowledge of unity 
would be useless. As Viraj’s knowledge of unity 
acquired in his past life, although it was present, did 
not remove the cause of his bondage, ignorance—for 
being born with that ignorance, he was afraid—so the 
knowledge of unity would be useless in the case of 
everybody. Should it be urged that the knowledge 
prevailing at the last moment only removes ignorance, 
our answer is that it cannot be laid down as a rule, 
since ignorance may appear again just as it did before. 
Therefore we conclude that the knowledge of unity 
serves no useful purpose. » 

Reply : Not so, for, as in the world, his knowl- 
edge sprang from his perfected birth. That is to say, 
as we see that when a person has been born with a 
select body and organs as a result of his past merits, 
he excels in knowledge, intelligence and memory, 
similarly Viraj, having burnt all his evils which pro- 
duce qualities the very opposite of rightecusness, 
knowledge, dispassion and lordship, had a perfécted 
birth in which he was possessed of a pure body and 
organs ; hence he might well have the knowledge of 
unity even without any instruction. As the Smrti 
says, ‘The Lord of the universe is born with these four 


7 ` 
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virtues—infallible knowledge, dispassion, lordship and 
righteousness’ (Va. I. i. 3). 


Objection :^ If he was born with those virtues, he 
could not have fear. Darkness never appears with 
the sun. 


Reply: Not so, for the expression. ‘He is born 
with these virtues,’ means that he is not instructed 
about them by others. 


Objection : In that case qualities like faith, devo- 
tion and prostration (to the teacher) cease to be the 
means of knowledge. The Gita, for instance. says, 
'One who has faith and devotion and controls one's 
senses attains knowledge' (G. IV. 39), and 'Know it 
through prostration’? (G. IV. 34). There are other 
. texts from the Srutis as well as Smrtis which prescribe 
similar means for knowledge. Now, if knowledge is 
due to the merits of one's past life, as you say was the 
case with Viraj, then the above means become useless. 

Reply : No, for there may be differences as re- 
gards the means such as their alternation or combina- 
tion, efficacy or inefficacy. We observe in life that 
effects are produced from various causes, which may 
operate singly or in combination. Of these causes 
operating singly or in combination, some may be more 
efficacious than others. Let us take a single instance 
of an effect produced from various causes, say, the 
perception of form or colour: In the case of animals 
that see in the dark, the connection of the eye with 
the object alone suffices, even without the help of 
light, to cause the perception. In the case of Yogins 
the mind alone is the cause of it. While with us, 


* 
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there is a combination of causes such as the connection 
of the eye with the object, and light, which again may 
‘vary according as it is sunlight or moonlight, and so 
on. Similarly there would be differences due to that 
light being of a particular character, strong or feeble, 
and so on. Exactly in the same way with the 
knowledge of the unity of the Self. Sometimes the 
actions of one’s past life are the cause, as in the case 
of Viraj. Sometimes it is reflection, for the Sruti says, 
‘Desire to know Brahman through reflection’ (Tai. III. 
ii-v. r) Sometimes faith and other things are the 
only causes of attaining knowledge, as we learn from 
such Sruti and Smrti texts as the following: ‘He only 
knows who has got a teacher’ (Ch. VI. xiv. 2), ‘One 
who has faith . . . attains knowledge’ (G. IV. 39), 
‘Know it through prostration’ (G. 1V. 34), '(Know- 
ledge received) from the teacher alone (is best)’ (Ch. 
IV. ix. 3), ‘(The Self) is to be realised through hearing,’ 
etc. (II. iv. 5; IV. v. 6 For the above causes 
remove obstacles to knowledge such as demerit. And 
the hearing, reflection and meditation on Vedanta 
texts have a direct relation to Brahman which is to 
be known, for they are naturally the causes to evoke 
the knowledge of Reality when the evils, connected 
with the body and mind, that obstruct it have been 
destroyed. Therefore faith, prostration and the like 
never cease to be the means of knowledge. 


HW aq W, gemens cad; a (Adi 
WII! a kaama an sgial eue , 
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a wur xmqeerp, ad: afer qe mt- 
quur; ainia <a xía x cur ata- 


qe, WeWppIHUEISS ferm qua ug, at aR- 
WAT , TAY ATT ASAT | 3 N 


3. He was not at all happy. Therefore 
people (still) are not happy when alone. He 
desired a mate. He became as big as man and 
wife embracing each other. He parted this very 
body into two. From that came husband and 
wife. Therefore, said Yajiiavalkya, this (body) 
is one-half of oneself, like one of the two halves 
of a split pea. Therefore this space is indeed 
filled by the wife. He was united with her. 
From that men were born. 


Here is another reason why the state of Viraj is 
within the relative world, because he, Viràj, was not 
at all happy, 1. e. was stricken with dissatisfaction, just 
like us. Because it was so, therefore, on account of 
loneliness etc., even to-day people are not happy, do 
not delight, when alone. Delight is a sport due to 
conjunction with a desired object. A person who is 
attached to it feels troubled in mind when he is 
‘separated from his desired object ; this is called dis- 
satisfaction. To remove .that dissatisfaction, he 
desired a mate, able to take away that dissatisfaction, 
i.e; a wife. And as he thus longed for a wife, he felt 
as if he was embraced by his wife. Being of an 
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infallible will, through that idea he became as big— 
as what?—as man and wife, in the world, embracing 
each other to remove their dissatisfaction. He became 
of that size. He parted this very body, of that size, 
into two. The emphatic word ‘very’ used after ‘this’ is 
for distinguishing between the new body and its cause, 
the original body of Viràj.  Viraj did not become of 
this size by wiping out his former entity, as milk turns 
into curd by wholly changing its former substance. 
What then? | He remained as he was, but being of an 
infallible resolve, he projected another body of the size 
of man and wife together. He remained the same 
Viraj, as we find from the sentence, ‘He became as 
big as,' etc., where 'he' is co-ordinate with the com- 
plement. From that parting came husband (Pati) and 
wife (Patni). This is the derivation of terms denoting 
an ordinary couple. And because the wife is but one- 
half of oneself separated, therefore this body 1s one- 
half, like one of the two halves of a split pea, before 
one marries a wife. Whose half? Of oneself. Thus 
said Yajnavalkya, the son of Yajnavalka, lit. the ex- 
pounder of a sacrifice, i. e. the son of Devarata. Or it 
may mean a descendant of Hiranyagarbha (who is 
the expounder). Since one-half of a man is void when 
he is without a wife representing the other half, there- 
fore this space is indeed again filled by the wife when 
he marries, as one-half of a split pea gets its comple- 
ment when again joined to the other half. He, the 
Viràj called Manu, was united with her, his daughter 
called Satariipa, whom he conceived of as his wife. 
From that union men were born. 
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zm tadtat wn, wd g acaa Us cuc 
daR? ea aAa; at aera, uH 
CAT:, dl gita , aat MA Saad ; qgdauvraad , 
east Fac, qat, Wey gat, at aRar- 
WAT, AA WHUIBANAT ; ANATATA, AST EU, 
aRar, Bu gaz, at uni, dalssmqisst- 
meat, Was aR faa fiam, a fadtfemrer, 
edm d 9 UI 


4. She thought, ' How can he be united with 
me after producing me from himself? Well, let 
me hide myself.' She became a cow, the other 
became a bull and was united with her; from 
that cows were born. The one became a mare, 
the other a stallion; the one became a she-ass, 
the other became a he-ass and was united with 
her; from that one-hoofed animals were born. 
The one became a she-goat, the other a he-goat; 
the one became a ewe, the other became a ram 
and was united with her; from that goats and 
sheep were born. Thus did he project every- 
thing that exists in pairs, down to the ants. 


Remembering the prohibition made in the Smrtis 
of union with one’s daughter, she Satarüpà, thought, 
‘How can he do this vile thing—be united with me 
after producing me from himself ? Although he has 
no abhorrence, well, let me hide myself by changing 
into another species.’ Thinking thus she became a 


1.4.5] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 103 


cow. Impelled by the past work of the creatures that 
were to be produced, Satarüpa and Manu had the 
same thought over and over again. Then the other 
became a bull and was united with her. The latter 
portion has been explained. From that cows were 
born. Similarly the one became a mare, the other a 
stallion ; likewise the one became a she-ass, the other 
became a he-ass. From that union one-hoofed animals, 
viz. the three species, horses, mules and asses, were 
born. Similarly the one became a she-goat, the other 
became a he-goat ; likewise the one became a ewe, the 
other became a ram and was united with her. The 
word ‘her’ is to be repeated so as to apply to both she- 
goat and ewe. From that goats and sheep were born. 
Thus, through this process, did he project everything 
that exists in pairs, as male and female, down to the 
ants, i.e. the whole (animate) world. 


esata, wu ara arin, oe he Gana ; 
aa: gaa; west eredaent vata a us 84 us 


5. He knew, ‘I indeed am the creation, for 
I projected all this.’ Therefore he was called 
Creation. He who knows this as such becomes 
(a creator) in this creation of Viraj. 


He, Viraj after projecting this whole world knew, 
‘I indeed am the creation, i. e. the projected world. 
The world I have projected not being different from 
me, I myself am that ; it is not something over and 
above myself. How? For I projected all this, the 
whole world.’ Because Viraj designated himself by 
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the word ‘creation’, therefore he was called Creation. 
Like Viraj, he becomes a creator of a world not differ- 
ent from himself, in this creation of Viràj, i. e. in this 
world. Who? He who, like Viraj, knows this, the 
world described above, in its threefold division relating 
to the body, the elements and the gods, as such, as 
identical with himself. 


adenine, y qur Aaa af- 
Ts; dqurmkpTgaquénpeRHere ser fe 
AACA: auf pranp, wa amd sala, us 
faq, uae ar Aak, qw s aa ad eat: 
art aiaga dH, qu Up, qaaa 
wd cag, emi Aaga; Gra waren, wem; 
Qa aqsha RAAN aana, NI emed: 
Were angaa: ; saaat raea 


CILE ga g n È n 


6. Then he rubbed back and forth thus, and 
ee fire from its source, the mouth and the 
ands. Therefore both these are without hair at 
the inside. When they, talk of particular gods, 
saying, ' Sacrifice to him, ’ ‘ Sacrifice to the other 
one,' (they are wrong, since) these are all his 
projection, for he is all the gods. Now all this 
that is liquid, he produced from the seed. That 
is Soma. This universe is indeed this much— 
food and the eater of food. Soma is food, and 
fire the eater of food. This is the super-creation 
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of Viràj that he projected the gods, who are even 
superior to him. Because he, although mortal 
himself, projected the immortals, therefore this 
is a super-creation. He who knows this as such 
becomes (a creator) in this super-creation of 
Vira). 

Then, having thus projected this world consisting 
of pairs, he, Viraj, desiring to project the gods con- 
trolling the Brahmana and other castes, first rubbed 
back and forth thus. The words ‘then’ and ‘thus’ 
show the process by a gesture. Putting his hands into 
his mouth he went on rubbing back and forth. 
Having rubbed the mouth with his hands, he produced 
fire, the benefactor of the Brahmana caste, from its 
source, the mouth and the hands. Because the mouth 
and the hands are the source of fire, which burns, 
therefore both these are without hair. Is it all over? 
No, only at the inside. Similarly the Brahmana also 
was born from the mouth of Viraj. Because both 
have sprung from the same source, the Brahmana is 
favoured by fire, as a younger brother is by his elder 
brother. Therefore it is wellknown from the Srutis 
and Smrtis that the Brahmanas have fire as their deity, 
and their strength lies in their mouth. Similarly from 
his arms, which are the abode of strength, he mani- 
fested Indra and other gods who control the Ksatriya 
caste, as well as that caste itself. Therefore we know 
from the Srutis and Smrtis that the Ksatriyas and 
physical strength are presided over by Indra.  Simi- 
Jarly from his thighs, which are the source of effort, 
he manifested the Vasus and other gods who control 
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the Vaigyas, as well as that caste itself. Therefore the 
Vai$yas are devoted to agriculture and other such 
pursuits, and have the Vasus etc. as their deities. 
Similarly from his feet he manifested Püsan, the deity 
of the earth, and the Südras, who have the capacity 
to serve—as we know from the Srutis and Smrtis. The 
manifestation of the deities of the Ksatriya etc. has not 
been described here ; it will be described later on.! 
But the text concludes as if they were described, in 
order to deal with creation as a whole. The real aim 
of the text is (not to describe creation, but) to indicate 
that all the gods are but Viràj, as stated here, for 
manifested objects are not different from the mani- 
festor, and the gods have been manifested by Viraj. 


Now, this being the import of the section, the 
views of somc ignorant people are being put forward 
as a eulogy on that. The criticism of one serves as 
a tribute to another. When, in discussing ceremo- 
nials, the priests, who know only mechanical rites, 
talk of particular gods, saying at the time of perform- 
ing a sacrifice, 'Sacrifice to him, viz. Fire,’ ‘Sacrifice 
to the other one, viz. Indra,’ and so on, thinking, on 
account of differences regarding name, type of hymns ` 
recited or sung, function, and the like, that they are 
separate gods, it should not be understood that way, 
because these different gods are all his projection, 
manifestation of Viraj, for he, Viraj,? the (cosmic) vital 
force, ts all the gods. 


Here there is a difference of opinion. Some say 


! In I. iv. 11-13. 
3 See footnote 2 on p. 93. » 
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that Hiranyagarbha is the Supreme Self, others that 
he is the transmigrating individual self. The first 
group says: He must be the Supreme Self, for the 
$ruti says so, as for instance in the passage, ‘They 
call It Indra, Mitra, Varuna and Fire' (R. I. clxiv. 
46), and also in, 'It is Hiranyagarbha, It is Indra, It 
is Viraj and all these gods’ (Ai. V. 3). And the 
Smrti too, 'Some call It Fire, others Manu and Viraj' 
(M. XII. 123), and 'That (Supreme Self) which is 
beyond the organs, imperceptible, subtle, undiffer- 
entiated, ‘eternal, consisting of all beings, and vn- 
thinkable, manifested Itself' (M. I. 7). Or, according 
to the second group: He must be the individual self, 
for the Sruti says, ‘He burnt all evils’ (I. iv. 1). 
There can be no question of the burning of evils in the 
case of the Supreme Self. The Sruti also mentions his 
having fear and dissatisfaction, and also, 'That he, 
although mortal himself, projected the immortals' 
(this text), and ‘Behold Hiranyagarbha as he is being 
born' (Sv. IV. 12; Mn. X. 3). Further, the Smrti 
treating of the results of rites says, 'Sages are of 
opinion that the attainment of oneness with Viraj, the 
world-projectors (Manu and others), Yama (the god of 
justice), Hiranyagarbha and the Undifferentiated is the 
highest result produced by Sattva or pure materials 
(rites coupled with meditation) (M. XII. 50). 


Should it be urged that such contradictory state- 
ments being inadmissible, the scriptures lose their 
authority, the answer is: Not so, for they can be 
harmonised on the ground that different conceptions 
are possible. That is to say, through his relation to 
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particular limiting adjuncts he can be conceived of 
as different. That the transmigratory character of 
Hiranyagarbha is not real, but due to limiting ad- 
juncts, is known from such Sruti texts as the follow- 
ing: 'Sitting, It roams far, and lying, It goes every- 
where. Who else but me can know that effulgent 
entity which is endowed with joy and its absence as 
well?' (Ka. II. 21). Essentially he is but the Supreme 
Self. So Hiranyagarbha is one as well as many. The 
same is the case with all beings, as the Sruti says, 
‘Thou art That’ (Ch. V. viii. 7 etc.). But Hiranya- 
garbha, possessing limiting adjuncts of extraordinary 
purity, is described by the Srutis and Smrtis mostly 
as the Supreme Self, and seldom as the transmigratory 
self. While ordinary individuals, owing to an excess 
of impurity in their limiting adjuncts, are mostly 
spoken of as the transmigratory self. But when 
divested of all limiting adjuncts, everycne is spoken 
of by the Srutis and Smrtis as the Supreme Self. 


The rationalists, however, who discard the author- 
ity of Revelation and rely on mere argument, say all 
sorts of conflicting things such as that the self. exists or 
does not exist, that it is the agent or is not the agent, 
and mystify the meaning of the scriptures. This 
makes it extremely difficult to find out their real import. 
But those who only follow the scriptures and have 
overcome their pride find the meaning of the scriptures 
regarding the gods etc. as definite as objects of percep- 
tion. 


Now the Sruti wishes to tell of one and the same 
god, Viràj, being differentiated as food and so forth. 
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Fire, which is the eater of food, has already been de- 
scribed. Now Soma, the food, is being described: Now 
all this that is liquid in the world, he produced from his 
seed, for the Sruti says, ‘From the seed water’ (Ai. I. 
4), and Soma is liquid. Therefore whatever liquid was 
produced out of Viràj's seed is Soma. This universe 
is indeed this much, and no more. What is it? Food, 
ie. Soma, which being liquid is appeasing, and the 
eater of food, i.e. fire, because it is hot and dry. Now 
follows a decision on the point: Soma is food, i.e. 
whatever is eaten is Soma. (And five the eater of 
food)—whoever eats is fire. This decision is based on 
sense. Sometimes fire too is offered as an oblation, 
when it falls into the category of Soma (food). And 
when a sacrifice is made to Soma, it too becomes fire, 
being the eater. One who thus regards the universe 
consisting of fire and Soma as oneself is not touched 
by evil, and becomes Viraj. This is the super-creation 
of Viràaj, i.e. one that is even superior to him. What 
is it? That he projected the gods, who are even 
superior to him. This is why this manifestation of 
the gods is called a super-creation. How is this 
creation even superior to him? This is being explain- 
ed: Because he, although mortal himself, projected 
the immortals, the gods, by burning all his evils with 
the fire of meditation and rites, therefore this is a 
super-creation, i.e. the result of superior knowledge 
(and rites). Hence he who knows this super-creation of 
Vira}. which is identical with him (i.e. identifies him- 
self with Viraj, who projected the gods), becomes like 
him in this super-creation of Viraj, i.e. becomes a 
creator like Viraj himself, 
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agg alenga, Tareas suria, 
agaaa sf; afqmefé «mean 
safkaa, aama AST ga. a um gm Wiqu at 
we, qur ae ospountsafüa: waa, faveat 
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dis uXmqared sou Wa, nno] AAA RRA 
wd; acadada, susp ET aa ws vata) 
aWdeqqéiuHer BACT aue, At EIGCHH 
Saa ark d quand; «te xr fep 
quad CSIB T 


This (universe) was then undifferentiated. 
It differentiated only into name and form—it was 
called such and such, and was of such and such 
form. So to this day it is differentiated only into 
name and form—it is called such and such, and 
is of such and such form. This Self has entered 
into these bodies up to the tip of the nails—as a 
razor may be put in its case, or as fire, which 
sustains the world, may be in its source. People 
do not see It, for (viewed in Its aspects) It is 
incomplete. When It does the function of 
living, It is called the vital force; when It speaks, 
the organ of speech; when It sees, the eye; 
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when It hears, the ear; and when It thinks, the 
mind. These are merely Its names according 
to functions. He who meditates upon each of 
this totality of aspects does not know, for It is 
incomplete, (being divided) from this totality by 
possessing a single characteristic. The Self alone 
is to be meditated upon, for all these are unified 
in It. Of all these, this Self alone should be 
realised, for one knows all these through It, just 
as one may get (an animal) through its foot- 
prints. He who knows It as such obtains fame 
and association (with his relatives). 


Al] Vedic means consisting of meditation and rites, 
which depend on several factors such as the agent and 
culminate in identity with Hiranyagarbha, a result 
achieved through effort, are but co-extensive with this 
manifested, relative universe. Now the Sruti wishes to 
indicate the causal state of this manifested universe 
consisting of means and ends, the state which existed 
before its manifestation, as the existence of a tree in a 
seed-form is inferred from its effects such as the sprout, 
in order that the tree of relative existence, which has 
one's actions as its seed and ignorance as the field 
where it grows, may be pulled up together with its 
roots. For in the uprooting of it lies the perfection of 
human achievement. As it has been said in the 
Upanisad as well as the Gita, ‘With its roots above 
(i.e. the Undifferentiated) and branches below 
(Hiranyagarbha etc. (Ka. VI. 1; G. XV. 1). And 
in the Purana also, ‘The eternal tree of Brahman’ 
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(Mbh. XIV. xlvii. 14; Si. V. i. 10, 76). This was 
then : 'Tat' (that) refers to the seed-form of the 
universe before its manifestation. Being remote, it is 
indicated by a pronoun denoting an object not directly 
perceived, for the universe that was to emanate from 
ihe Undifferentiated is related to past time. The 
particle ‘ha’ denoting tradition is used to make the 
meaning easily understood. When it is said, ‘It was 
then like this,’ one easily comprehends the causal state 
of the universe, although it is not an object of percep- 
tion, just as when it is said, ‘There was a king named 
Yudhisthira.’ ‘This’ refers to the universe differen- 
tiated into name and form, consisting of means and 
ends, as described above. The co-ordination of the 
two words ‘that’ and ‘this,’ denoting respectively the 
remote and present states of the universe, indicates an 
identity of the universe in these two states, meaning 
that which was this, and this which was that was 
undifferentiated. From this it is clear that a non- 
existent effect is not produced, nor an existent effect 
lost. Jt, this sort of universe, having been undiffer- 
entiated, differentiated into name and form. The 
neuter-passive form of the verb indicates that it differ- 
entiated of itself, i.e. manifested itself till it could be 
clearly perceived in terms of name and form. (Since 
no effect can be produced without a cause) it is implied 
that this manifestation took place with the help of the 
usual auxiliaries, viz. the controller, the agent and the 
operation of the means. It was called such and such. 
Ihe use of a pronoun not specifying any particular 
name indicates that it got some name such as Devadatta 
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or Yajfiadatta. And was of such and such form: No 
particular form such as white or black is mentioned. 
It had some form, say white or black. So to this day 
it, an undifferentiated thing, is differentiated into name 
and formit is called such and such, and is of such 
and such form. 


This Self, which it is the aim of all scriptures to 
teach, on which differences of agent, action and result 
have been superimposed by primordial ignorance, which 
is the cause of the whole universe, of which name and 
form consist as they pass from the undifferentiated to 
the differentiated state, like foam, an impurity, appear- 
ing from limpid water, and which is distinct from that 
name and form, being intrinsically eternal, pure, en- 
lightened and free by nature—this Self, while manifest- 
ing undifferentiated name and form, which are a part 
of It, has entered into these bodies from Hiranyagarbha 
down to a clump of grass, which are the support of the 
results of people’s actions, and are characterised by 
hunger etc. 


Objection: It was stated before that the un- 
differentiated: universe differentiated of itself. How then 
is it now stated that the Supreme Self, while manifest- 
ing that universe, has entered into it? 


Reply : There is nothing wrong in it, for really 
the Supreme Self was meant as being identical with the 
undifferentiated universe. We have already said that 
that universe was necessarily manifested with the help 
of the controller, the agent and the operation (of the 
means). This is also borne out by the fact that the 
word ‘undifferentiated’ has been used co-ordinatively 


8 
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with ‘this.’ Just as this differentiated universe has 

several distinguishing features like the controller and 

other factors, which serve as its causes, similarly that 

undifferentiated universe also must not be without a 

single one of these distinguishing features.* The only 

difference between them is that the one is differentiated 

and the other is not. Moreover, we see in the world 

that people use expressions according to their wish, as 

for instance, 'The village has come,' and 'The village 

is deserted.' Sometimes they mean only a habitation, 

as when they use the latter expression. Sometimes 
they mean the inhabitants, as when they use the. 
former expression. Sometimes again the word ‘village’ 

is used in both the senses, as in the sentence, ‘And one 
must not enter (Pravi$) the village.’ Similarly here 

too, this universe is spoken of as both differentiated 
and undifferentiated to indicate the identity of the Self 
and not-Self. Likewise only the (manifested) universe 

is meant when it is said that this universe is charac- 

terised by origin and dissolution. Again, only the Self 
is meant in such expressions as, ‘(That) great, birthless 

Self’ (IV. iv..22, 24, 25), ‘Not gross, not minute’ 

(III. viii. 8, adapted), ‘This (self) is That which has 

been described as ‘‘Not this, not this," etc.’ (III. ix.' 
26 ; IV. ii. 4 ; IV. iv. 22 ; IV. v. 15). 

Objection : The manifested universe is always 
completely pervaded by the Supreme Self, its mani- 
festor. So how is It conceived of as entering into it? 
Only a limited thing can enter into a space that is not 
occupied by it, as a man can enter into a village etc. 
But the ether cannot enter into anything, since it is 
ever present in it. 
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Tentative answer’: The entrance in question may 
be the assumption of a different feature, as in the case 
of a snake born in a rock. To explain: The Supreme 
Self did not enter into the universe in Its own form, 
but, while in it, appeared under a different feature’; 
. hence It is metaphorically spoken of as having entered 
it, like the snake that is born in a rock and is within 
it, or like the water in a cocoanut. 

Objection: Not so, for the Sruti says, ‘After 
projecting it, the Self entered into it’ (Tai. II. vi. 1). 
This text says that the Creator, after projecting the 
effect, entered into it unchanged. When it is said, 
‘After eating he goes,’ the acts of eating and going, 
belonging to earlier and later periods, are separate from 
each other, but the agent is the same. This is an 
analogous case. It would not be possible if the Selt 
remains in the universe and changes at the same time. 
Nor is an entity that has no parts and is unlimited ever 
seen to enter into something in the sense of leaving one 
place and being connected with another. 

Tentative answer : Well, then, the Self has parts, 
for the Sruti speaks of Its entrance. 

Objection : No, for there are Sruti texts like the 
following: ‘The Supreme Being is resplendent, form- 
less’ (Mu. II. i. 2), and ‘Without parts, devoid of 
activity’ (Sv. VI. 19). Also there are Sruti texts deny- 
ing all particular namable attributes to the Self. 

Tentative answer: The entrance may be like that 
of a reflection. 

1 From now on a set of prima facie views will be 


presented. The decision will come later. 
e That is, as the individual seli. 
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Objection : No, for it cannot be admitted that the 
Self is ever removed from anything. 

Tentative answer : May it not be like the entrance 
of an attribute in a substance? 

Objection: No, for the Self is not supported by 
anything. An attribute, which is always dependent on 
and supported by something else (the substance), is 
metaphorically spoken of as entering it. But Brahman 
cannot enter like that, for the Srutis describe It as 
independent. 

Tentative answer: Suppose we say that the Self 
has entered into the universe in the same sense as a 
seed enters into a fruit? 

Objection : No, for then It would be subject to 
such attributes as being possessed of parts, growth and 
decay, birth and death. But the Self has no such 
attributes, for it is against such Sruti texts as 'Birth- 
less, undecaying’ (IV. iv. 25, adapted) as well as 
against reason. 

Tentative answer: Well then, let us say some 
other entity that is relative and limited has entered 
into the universe. 

Reply (by the Advattin): Not so, for we find in 
ihe Sruti that beginning with, ‘That deity (Existence) 
thought' (Ch. VI. iii. 2), and ending with, 'And let 
me manifest name and form' (Ibid.), the same deity 
is spoken of as the agent of entering as well as mani- 
festing the universe. Similarly, 'After projecting it, 
the Self entered into it’ (Tai. II. vi. 1), ‘Piercing this 
dividing line (of the head), It entered through that 
gate’ (Ai. III. 12), ‘The Wise One, who after project- 
ing all forms names them, and goes on uttering those 
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names’ (Tai. A. III. xii. 7), ‘Thou art the boy, and 
Thou art the girl, Thou art the decrepit man trudging 
on his staff' ($v. IV. 3), 'He made bodies with two 
feet' (II. v. 18), 'He transformed Himself in accord- 
ance with each form’ (II. v. 19 ; Ka. V. ix. 1o)—these 
Sruti texts show that none other than the Supreme Self 
entered into the universe. 


Objection : Since the objects It has entered into 
mutually differ, the Supreme Self (being identical with 
them) must be many. 


Reply : No, for there are such Sruti texts as the 
following: ‘The same Lord resides in various ways’ 
(Tai. A. III. xiv. I), ‘Although one, It roamed in 
many ways’ (Ibid. III. xi. 1), ‘Although one, Thou 
hast penetrated diverse things’ (Ibid. III. xiv. 3), ‘The 
one Lord is hidden in all beings, all-pervading and the 
Self of all’ (Sv. VI. rr). 


Objection : Leaving aside the question whether 
the Supreme Self can or cannot consistently enter, 
since those objects that have been entered into are 
subject to transmigration, and the Supreme Self is 
identical with them, It too comes under transmigration. 

Reply: No, for the Srutis speak of It as being 
beyond hunger etc. 

Objection: It cannot be. for we see that It is 
happy or miserable, and so on. 

Reply: Not so, for the Sruti says, ‘It is not 
affected by human misery, being beyond it’ (Ka. 
V. 11). 

Objection: This is not correct, for it conflicts 
with perception etc. 
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Reply : No, perception and the like have for 
their object only the particular form (the apparent self) 
that It takes owing to Its being the support of Its 
limiting adjunct (mind). Such Sruti texts as, ‘One 
cannot see the seer of sight’ (III. iv. 2), ‘Through 
what, O Maitreyi, should one know the knower?’ 
(1I. iv. 14 ; IV. v. 15), ‘It is never known, but is the 
Knower' (III. viii. 11), show that the consciousness 
in question is not of the Self, but that such perceptions 
as that one is happy or miserable, concern only the 
reflection of the Self in limiting adjuncts like the 
intellect, for in the perception, 'I am this,' the subject 
is metaphorically spoken of as co-ordinate with the 
object (body). Besides, any other self is refuted by 
the statement, ‘There is no other witness but This’ 
(III. viii. 11). Happiness or misery, being related to 
parts of the body, are attributes of the object. 

Objection: This is wrong, for the Sruti speaks of 
their being for the satisfaction of the self, in the words, 
'But it is for one's own sake (that all is loved), 
(II. iv. 5; IV. v. 6). 

Reply : Not so, for in the words, ‘When there is 
something else, as it were’ (IV iii. 31), it is taken for 
granted that the happiness, misery, etc. are for the 
satisfaction of the self while it is in a state of ignor- 
ance. They are not attributes of the Self, for they are 
denied of the enlightened self, as in such passages as, 
‘Then what should one see and through what?’ (II. iv. 
I4 ; IV. v. 15), ‘There is no difference whatsoever in 
It (IV. iv. 19; Ka. IV. rx), ‘Then what delusion 
and what grief can there be for one who sees unity?' 


(Is. 7). 
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Objection: It is wrong, for it clashes with the 
system of logic.’ 

Reply : No; from the standpoint of reason too 
the Self cannot be miserable. For misery, being an 
object of perception, cannot affect the Self, which is 
not an object of perception. 

Objection: The Self may have misery as the 
ether has the attribute of sound. 

Reply : No, for the two cannot be objects of the 
same consciousness. The consciousness that perceives 
happiness and deals with objects of perception only, 
cannot certainly be supposed to cognise the Self, which 
is ever to be inferred.? If It were so cognised, there 
would be no subject left, since there is only one Self. 

Objection : Suppose we say that the same Self is 
both subject and object, like a lamp? 

Reply : No, for It cannot be both simultaneously. 
Besides the Self cannot be supposed to have parts.? 
This also refutes the (Buddhist) view that the same 
consciousness is both subject and object. Moreover, 
we have no reason to infer that happiness and the Self, 
which are the objects of perception and inference 
respectively, stand to each other in the relation of 
attribute and substance ; for misery is always an 
object of perception and abides in the same substance 
(body) that has form or colour. Even if the misery of 
the Self is said to be due to Its contact with the mind,* 

! In which the self is supposed to possess fourteen attri- 
butes, viz. intelligence, happiness, misery, and so on. 

2 The view of the old school of Nyàya as also the 
Sarhkhyas. 


8 As a lamp has, the flame illumining the rest of it. 
4 Vaisesika view. 
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it would make the Self a thing which has parts, is 
changeful and transitory, for no attribute is ever seen 
to come or go without making some change in the 
substance connected with it. And a thing which has 
no parts is never seen to change, nor is an eternal 
entity seen to possess transitory attributes. The ether 
is not accepted as eternal by those who believe in the 
Vedas, and there is no other illustration. 


Objection : Although a thing may change, yet, 
since the notion of its identity abides, it is eternal. 

Reply : No, for change in a thing implies that its 
parts become otherwise. 


Objection : Suppose we say that the same Self is 
eternal. 


Reply : Not so, for a thing that has parts is pro- 
duced by their combination, hence they may divide 
again. ! 

Objection : It is wrong, for we do not see this in 
thunder, for instance. 


Reply: Not so, for we can easily infer that it 
must have been preceded by a combination. There- 
fore the Self cannot be proved to have transitory 
attributes like misery. 


Objection: If the Supreme Self has no misery, 
and there is no other entity to be miserable, then it is 
useless for the scriptures to try to remove misery. 


Reply : Not so, for they are meant to remove 
the false notion of misery superimposed by ignorance. 
And the Self being admitted to imagine Itself as miser- 
able, the scriptures help to remove that error, as in the 
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case of the failure to count the tenth man, although 
he was there.! 

Like the reflection of the sun etc. in water, the 
entrance of the Self means only Its being perceived 
like a reflection in the differentiated universe. Before 
the manifestation of the latter the Self is not perceived, 
but after it is manifested, the Self is perceived within 
the intellect, like the reflection of the sun etc. in water 
and the like. Because It is thus perceived as having 
entered, as it were, into the universe after manifesting 
it, It is indicated in such terms as the following: ‘This 
Self has entered into these bodies’ (this text), ‘After 
projecting it, the Self entered into it’ (Tai. II. vi. 1), 
‘Piercing this dividing line (of the head), It entered 
through that gate’ (Ai. III. 12), and ‘That deity 
(Existence) thought: Well, let me enter into these 
three gods (fire, water and earth) as this individual 
self' etc. (Ch. VI. iii. 2). The all-pervading Self, which 
js without parts, can never be supposed to enter in the 
sense of leaving a certain quarter, place or time and 
being joined to new ones. Nor is there, as we have 
said, any other seer but the Supreme Self, as is testi- 


1 Ten rustics swam across a stream, and one of them 
counted their number to ses if everyone had safely crossed. 
To their dismay one was found missing. Then everyone took 
his turn at counting, but the result was the same. So they 
began to lament, when a kind passer-by inquired what it 
was all about. On being told what had happened, he 
readily understood the situation, and asked one of them to 
count again. When he stopped at nine, the new-comer sgid 
to him, ‘You are the tenth man.’ This he repeated with 
the rest of them. Then they saw their mistake and went 
away happy. Everyone had left himself out in the counting! 
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fied by such Sruti texts as, ‘There is no other witness 
but This, no other hearer but This’ etc. (III. viii. rr). 
The passages delineating the projection of the universe 
and the entrance of the Self into it as well as its 
continuance and dissolution, serve only as aids to the 
realisation of the Self, for this is described in the 
Srutis as the highest end of man. Witness such texts 
as the following: 'It knew only Itself. . . . Therefore 
It became all’ (I. iv. 10), ‘The knower of Brahman 
attains the highest’ (Tai. II. i. 1), ‘He who knows 
that Supreme Brahman becomes Brahman' (Mu. III. 
ii. 9), ‘He only knows who has got a teacher’ (Ch. 
VI. xiv. 2), 'It takes him only so long (as he does not 
give up the body), etc. (Ch. VI. xiv. 2). And the 
Smrtis, ‘Then knowing Me truly, he enters into Me’ 
(G. XVIII. 55), ‘That (Self-knowledge) is the chief of 
all knowledge, for it leads to immortality’ (M. XJI. 
85). Besides, since duality has been repudiated, the 
passages delineating the manifestation etc. of the 
universe can have the sole aim of helping the realisa- 
tion of the unity of the Self. Therefore we conclude 
that the entrance of the Self into the universe is but a 
metaphorical way of stating that It is perceived in the 
midst of the latter. 

Up to the tip of the nails is the intelligence of the 
Self perceived. How has the Self entered? This is 
being explained: As in the world a razor may be put 
im its case, the barber’s instrument-bag—is perceived 
as being within it—or as fire, which sustains the world, 
may be in its source, wood etc.—the predicate is to 
be repeated with ‘fire’ where it is perceived through 
friction. As a razor lies in one part of the case, or as 
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fire lies in wood pervading it, so does the Self reside 
in the body pervading it in a general and particular 
way. There It is perceived as doing the functions of 
living as well as sight etc. Therefore people do not 
see It, realise the Self! that has thus entered into the 
body and does the above functions. 

It may be urged that this statement, “People do 
not see It,’ repudiates something for which there was 
no occasion, for the vision of It is not the topic under 
consideration. The answer to it is: There is nothing 
wrong in it, for since the passages delineating the pro- 
jection etc. of the universe are meant as aids to the 
realisation of the unity of the Self, the vision of the 
Self is the subject under consideration. Compare the 
Sruti, ‘He transformed Himself in accordance with 
each form; that form of His was for the sake of 
making Him known’ (II. v. 19). Now the reason is 
being given why people see It only as doing the 
functions of the vital force etc. (but not as a whole): 
For It 1s incomplete when It does the above functions. 
Why incomplete? When It does the function of living, 
It is called the vital force. Because of doing this 
function only, and none other, the Self is called the 
vital force, from the derivative meaning of the term, 
as one is called a cutter or a cook. Therefore, not 
combining the other aspects doing other functions, It 
is incomplete. Similarly, when It speaks, the organ 
of speech (or speaker); when It sees, the eye, or seer ; 
when It hears, the ear, or listener. In the two 
sentences, ‘When It does the function of living, It is 


1 As It is in reality, although they see Its conditioned 
aspect. 
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the vital force,’ and ‘When It speaks, the organ of 
speech,’ the manifestation of its power of action is 
indicated. While the two sentences, ‘When It sees, 
the eye’ and ‘When It hears, the ear,’ indicate the 
manifestation of Its power of knowledge, for this is 
concerned with name and form. The ear and the eye 
are the instruments of knowledge, which has name and 
form as its material, for there is nothing to be known 
except these two, and the ear and the eye are the 
instruments to perceive them. And action has name 
and form as its auxiliaries and inheres in the vital 
force ; the organ of speech is the instrument to mani- 
fest this action inherent in the vital force. Likewise 
the Self is called the hand, the foot and the organs of 
excretion and generation, which are all suggested by 
the organ of speech. The whole differentiated universe 
is this much. It will be said later on, ‘This (universe) 
indeed consists of three things: name, form and 
action’ (I. vi. 1). And when It thinks, the mind, 
that which thinks. The word ‘mind’ also means the 
common instrument of the .different manifestations of 
the power of knowledge. But here it denotes the Self, 
the agent who thinks. 

These, the vital force etc., are merely Its names 
according to functions, not describing the Self as It is. 
Hence they do not express the entity of the Self as a 
whole. Thus the Self is differentiated by the activities 
of living etc. into name and form such as the vital 
force, which are engendered by those different activ- 
ities, and is manifested at the same time (but not 
realised as a: whole). He who meditates through his 
mind upon each of this totality of aspects doing the 
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functions of living etc., qualified as the vital force or 
the eye, without combining the other aspects doing 
particular functions—meditates that this is the Self, 
does not know Brahman. Why? For It, this Self, is 
incomplete, being divided from this totality of aspects 
doing the functions of living etc. by possessing a single 
characteristic, and not including the other character- 
istics. As long as the man knows the Self as such, as 
possessed of the natural functions, and thinks that It 
sees, hears or touches, he does not really know the 
whole Self. 

Through what kind of vision can he know It? 
This is being explained: The Self alone is to be 
meditated upon. That which possesses the character- 
istics such as living that have been mentioned—includes 
them—is the Self.! Combining all the characteristics, 
It then becomes the whole. It is as the Reality that 
It includes those characteristics due to the functions of 
particular limiting adjuncts such as the vital force. As 
it will be said later on, ‘It thinks, as it were, and 
shakes, as it were’ (IV. iii. 7). Therefore the Self 
alone is to be meditated upon. When perceived thus 
as the Reality, It becomes complete. How is It com- 
plete? This is being answered: For all these differences 
due to the limiting adjuncts such as the vital force, 
and denoted by names arising from the functions of 
living etc., as described above, are unified in It, 
become one with the unconditioned Self, as the 
different reflections of the sun in water become one in 
the sun. 


1 The root-meaning of the word ‘Atman’ is that which 
pervades everything. 
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"The Self alone is to be meditated upon'—this is 
not an original injunction! (but a restrictive one), for 
meditation on the Self is known as a possible alter- 
native.? (In fact, neither injunction is necessary on 
the point, for this meditation is inevitable, in the 
following way:) The knowledge of the Self has been 
imparted by such Sruti passages dealing with the sub- 
ject as, 'The Brahman that is immediate and direct' 
(III. iv. 1-2; III. v. 1), ‘Which is the Self? This 
(infinite entity) that is identifed with the intellect,' 
etc. (IV. iii. 7). The very knowledge of the nature of 
the Self removes the ignorance about It, consisting in 
identification with the non-Self, and the superimposing 
of action, its factors, principal and subsidiary, and its 
results (on the Self). When that is removed, evils 
such as desire cannot exist, and consequently thinking 
-of the non-Self is also gone. Hence on the principle of 
the residuum thinking of the Self follows as a matter of 
course. Therefore meditation on It, from this point of 
view, has not to be enjoined, for it is already known 
(from other sources). 


On this some say: Apart from the question 
whether meditation on the Self is known as just a 


1 Apirva-vidhi: It enjoins something totally unknown 
through any other source. There are two other kinds of 
injunction. One is the restrictive injunction (Niyama-vidhi), 
which only specifies which one umong the possible known 
alternatives is to be adopted, and the other is exclusion 
(Parisathkhya), or limitation to what is expressly mentioned, 
-0 that everything else is excluded. 


2 See p. 135. 
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possible alternative or as something that is always 
known, the present case must be an original injunc- 
tion, for knowledge and meditation being the same, 
this (meditation on the Self) is not something already 
known. The clause, ‘He does not know,’ introduces 
knowledge, and the sentence, ‘The Self alone is to be 
meditated upon,’ coming just after that, indicates that 
the words ‘knowledge’ and ‘meditation’ have the same 
meaning. Such Sruti texts as, ‘For one knows all 
these through It’ (this text), and ‘It knew only Itself’ 
(I. iv. xo), show that knowledge is meditation. And 
this, not being familiar to people, requires an injunc- 
tion. Nor is a man induced to act merely by a state- 
ment of the nature of a thing. Therefore this must be 
an original injunction. 

Its similarity to the injunctions about rites also 
corroborates this view. For instance, ‘One should 
sacrifice,’ ‘One should offer oblations,’ etc., are injunc- 
tions about rites, and we do not see any difference 
between these and the injunctions about meditation on 
the Self such as, ‘The Self alone is to be meditated 
upon,’ and ‘The Self, my dear, is to be realised’ 
(Il. iv. 5 ; IV. v. 6). Besides knowledge is a mental 
act. Just as mental acts are enjoined by such (ritual- 
istic) texts as, ‘Just before uttering the invocation 
ending with 'Vausat' (the invoking priest) should 
meditate upon the deity to whom the offering is to be 
made’ (Ai. B. XI. viii.), similarly cognitive acts are 
enjoined by such texts as, 'The Self alone is to be 
meditated upon,' '(The Self) is to be reflected on and 
meditated upon' (II. iv. 5 ; IV. v. 60). And we have 
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said that the words 'knowledge' and 'meditation' are 
synonymous. Another reason in support of this view 
is that the requisite effort (in meditation also) should 
have its three divisions. That is to say, just as in the 
effort in connection with the injunction, 'One should 
sacrifice," we know that in order to satisfy our curiosity 
about the proposed act, it must have three divisions, 
viz. ‘What is it?’ ‘Through what means?’ and ‘In 
what way?’—similarly, in the effort in connection with 
the injunction, ‘One should meditate,’ in answer to 
one’s queries regarding what to meditate upon, through 
what means to meditate, and in what way to meditate, 
the scriptures themselves support these three divisions 
by saying that the Self is to be meditated upon, through 
the mind, and by the practice of renunciation,! contin- 
ence, equanimity, self-control, self-withdrawal,? forti- 
tude etc., and so on. And just as the entire section 
dealing with the new and full moon sacrifices etc. is 
used as part of the injunction regarding these sacrifices, 
similarly the section of the Upanisads dealing with 
meditation on the Self must be used only as part of the 
injunction regarding this meditation. Such passages 
as ‘Not this, not this’ (II. iii. 6), ‘Not, gross,’ (III. 
viii. 8), ‘One only without a second’ (Ch. VI. ii. 1), 
‘Beyond hunger etc.’ (III. v. 1, adapted), are to be 
used as setting forth the particular nature of the Self, 
the object of meditation. And the result is liberation 
or the cessation of ignorance. 


! Giving up forbidden acts as weli as rites with material 


ends. 
? Giving up the regular and occasional rites. 
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Others say that meditation generates a new special 
kind of consciousness regarding the Self, through which 
the latter is known, and which alone removes ignor- 
ance, and not the knowledge due to the Vedic dicta 
about the Self. And in support of this view they cite 
such texts as the following: ‘(The aspirant after 
Brahman) knowing about this alone, should attain 
intuitive knowledge’ (IV. iv. 21), ‘(The Self) is to be 
realised—to be heard of, reflected on and meditated 
upon’ (II. iv. 5 ; IV. v. 6), ‘That is to be sought, and 
That one should desire to realise’ (Ch. VIII. vii. 1, 3). 

Both views are wrong, for there is no reference 
to anything else in the passage in question. To be 
explicit: The sentence, 'The Self alone is to be medi- 
tated upon,’ is not an original injunction. Why? 
Because except the knowledge that arises from the 
dictum setting forth the nature of the Self and refuting 
the non-Self, there is nothing to be done, either 
mentally or outwardly. An injunction is appropriate 
only where, over and above the knowledge that arises 
immediately from hearing a sentence of the nature of 
an injunction, an activity on the part of a man is 
easily understood, as in sentences like, ‘One who 
desires heaven must perform the new and full moon 
sacrifices.’ The knowledge arising from a sentence 
enjoining these sacrifices is certainly not the perform- 
ance of them. This depends on considerations such as 
whether a person is entitled to perform them. But 
apart from the knowledge arising from such passages 
delineating the Self as, ‘Not this, not this,’ there is 
no scope for human activity as in the case of the new 


9 
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and full moon sacrifices etc., because that knowledge 
puts a stop to all activity. For a neutral knowledge 
cannot initiate any activity, since such passages as, 
‘One only without a second,’ and ‘Thou art That 
(Ch. VI. vii. 7), merely remove the consciousness of 
any other entity but the Self or Brahman. And when 
this is gone, ng activity is possible, for they, are contra- 
dictory to each other. 


Objection: The mere knowledge arising from 
those passages does not suffice to remove the conscious- 
ness of entities other than the Self or Brahman. 


Reply : Not so, for such passages as, ‘Thou art : 
That,’ ‘Not this, not this,’ ‘All this is but the Self’ 
(Ch. VII. xxv. 2), ‘One only without a second,’ ‘This 
universe is but Brahman and immortal’ (Mu. II. ii. 11), 
‘There is no other witness but This’ (III. viii. 11), 
and ‘Know that alone to be Brahman’ (Ke. I. 5-9), 
describe the Reality alone. 

Objection : Do they not supply the object for the 
injunction about realising the Self? 


Reply : No, for we have already answered that 
point by saying that there is no reference to anything 
else in those passages. That is to say, since sentences 
such as, ‘Thou art That,’ which only delineate the 
nature of the Self, immediately lead to Its realisation. 
there is no further action to be done with regard to the 
injunction about that realisation. 


Objection : A man does not proceed to know the 
Self immediately on hearing a statement of the nature 
of the Self, unless there is an injunction to that effect. 
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Reply : Not so, for the knowledge of the Self is 
already attained by hearing the dictum about It. So 
what is the good of doing It over again? 

Objection: He may not even proceed to hear 
about the Self. (So an injunction is necessary.) 

Reply : Not so, for it would lead to a regressus 
in infinitum. In other words, just as without an in- 
junction he does not proceed to hear the meaning of 
a passage about the Self. similarly he would not, in 
the absence of another injunction, proceed to hear the 
meaning of a passage enjoining this ; so another in- 
junction is necessary. Similarly with that injunction 
too. Hence there would be a regressus in infinitum. 

Objection : Is not the train of remembrance of 
the knowledge of the Self generated by the passage 
relating to It something different from the knowledge 
itself arising from the hearing of It (and hence that ts 
to be prescribed)? 

Reply : No, for thé remembrance of the Selt 
comes automatically. That is to say, as soon as the 
knowledge of the Self arises in consequence of hearing 
a dictum delineating It,: it necessarily destroys the 
false notion about It. It could not arise otherwise. 
And when this false notion about the Self is gone, 
memories due to that, which are natural to man and 
concern the multitude of things other than the Self, 
cannot last. Moreover, everything else is then known 
to be an evil. In other words, when the Self is known, 
things other than It are realised as evils, being full of 
defects such as transitoriness, painfulness and impurity, 
while the Self is contrary to them. Therefore the 
memories of notions about the non-Self die out when 
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the Self is known. As the only alternative left, the 
train of remembrance of the knowledge that the Self is 
one, which comes automatically, is not to be prescribed. 
Besides, the memory of the Self removes the painful 
defects such as grief, delusion, fear and effort, for 
these defects spring from the opposite kind of knowl- 
edge. Compare the Sruti texts, ‘Then what delusion 
can there be?’ (ig. 7), ‘Knowing (the bliss of 
Brahman) he is not afraid of anything' (Tai. II. 9), 
“You have attained That which is free from fear, O 
Janaka' (IV. ii. 4), 'The knot of the heart is broken' 
(Mu. II. ii. 8), and so on. l 

Objection: Well then, the control of the mind 
may be something different. In other words, since the 
control of mental states is something different from the 
knowledge of the Self arising from the Vedic texts, and . 
since we know this has been prescribed for practice in 
another system (Yoga), let this be enjoined. 

Reply: No, for it is not known as a means of 
liberation. In the Upanisads nothing is spoken of 
as a means to the attainment of the highest end of man 
except the knowledge of the identity of the self and 
Brahman. Witness hundreds of Sruti texts like the 
following: ‘It knew only Itself. . . . Therefore It 
became all’ (I. iv. ro), ‘The knower of Brahman 
attains the highest (Tai. II. i. 1), ‘He who knows 
that Supreme Brahman becomes Brahman’ (Mu. III. 
ii. 9), ‘He only knows who has got a teacher. It takes 
him only so long (as he does not give up the body)’ 
(Ch. VI. xiv. 2), ‘He who knows it as such indeed 
becomes the fearless Brahman’ (IV. iv. 25; Nr. Ut. 
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VIII). Besides there is no other means for the control 
of mental states except the knowledge of the Self and 
the train of remembrance about it. We have said this 
as a tentative admission ; really we know of no other 
means of liberation except the knowledge of Brahman. 


Moreover, there being no curiosity to know, no 
effort is necessary. To be explicit: You said, in the 
effort in connection with injunctions’ such as,/ ‘One 
should sacrifice,’ there is the curiosity to know what 
the sacrifice is about, what its means are, and how it 
is to be performed, and it is satisfied by the mention of 
ihe goal, the means and the method of the sacrifice ; 
similarly here too, in the injunction about the knowl- 
edge of the Self, those things are necessary. But you 
are wrong, for all curiosity is ended as soon as one 
knows the meaning of such texts as, ‘One only with- 
out a second,’ ‘Thou art That,’ ‘Not this, not this,’ 
‘Without interior or exterior’ (II. vi. r9 ; III. viii. 8), 
and ‘This self is Brahman’ (II. v. 19). And a man 
does not proceed to know the meaning of those pass- 
ages, prompted by an injunction. We have already 
said that if another injunction is needed for this, it 
would lead to a regressus in infinitum. Nor is an 
injunction noticed in such sentences as, 'Brahman is 
one only without a second,' for they finish by simply 
stating the nature of the Self. 


Objection : Do they not lose their authority (as 
Vedas) by being mere statements of the nature of a 
thing? In other words, just as passages like, ‘He (the 
deity Fire) cried. That is why he was called Rudra' 
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(Tai. S. I. v. r. 1), being a mere narration of an event,’ 
have no authority, so also the passages delineating the 
Self have none. 

Reply : Not so, for there is a difference (between 
the two sets of passages). The test of the authority or 
otherwise of a passage is not whether it states a fact or 
an action, but its capacity to generate certain and fruit- 
ful knowledge. A passage that has this is authorita- 
tive, and one that lacks it, is not. But we want to 
ask you: Is or is not certain and fruitful knowledge 
generated by passages setting forth the nature of the 
Self, and if so, how can they lose their authority? Do 
you not see the result of knowledge in the removal of 
the evils which are the root of transmigration, such as 
ignorance, grief, delusion and fear? Or do you not 
hear those hundreds of Upanisadic texts such as, 'Then 
what delusion and what grief can there be for one who 
secs unity?’ (I$. 7), ‘I am but a knower of (Vedic) 
Mantras, not of the Self, so I am tormented with grief, 
and you, sir, must take. me beyond the reach of it’ 
(Ch. VII. i. 3). Do passages like, 'He cried,' lead to 
this kind of certain and fruitful knowledge? If they 
do not, they may well be without authority. But how 
can the fact of their having no authority take away the 
authority of passages leading to certain and fruitful 
knowledge? And if these are without authority, what 
trust can one repose in passages dealing with the new 
and full moon sacrifices, for instance? 

Objection These have authority because they 
generate knowledge leading to action on the part of a 


1 And not an injunction, which is the sole test of author- 
ity for the Vedas according to the Mimàrmsakas. 
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man. But passages inculcating the knowledge of the 
Self do not do that. 


Reply - True, but it is nothing against them, for 
there is reason enough for their authority. And that 
reason is what we have already stated, and none other. 
It is not a reason to disprove the authority of passages 
inculcating the Self that they generate knowledge which 
has the effect of destroying the seeds of all activity, 
rather it is their ornament. You said (p. 129), sen- 
tences like, '(The aspirant after Brahman) knowing 
about this alone should attain intuitive knowledge,’ 
convey the necessity of meditation in addition to 
knowing the meaning of the Vedic dicta. It is true, 
but they do not constitute an original injunction. 
Since meditation on the Self is already known as a 
possible alternative, they can only be restrictive. 


Objection: How is that meditation already known 
as a possible alternative, since, as you said, on the 
principle of the residuum the train of remembrance of 
the knowledge of the Self is an inevitable fact? 


Reply : It is true, hut nevertheless, since the 
resultant of past actions that led to the formation of 
the present body must produce definite results, speech, 
mind and the body are bound to work even after the 
highest realisation, for actions that have begun to bear 
fruit are stronger than knowledge ; as for instance an 
arrow that has been let fly continues its course for 
some time. Hence the operation of knowledge, being 
weaker than they, (is liable to be interrupted by them 
and) becomes only a possible alternative. Therefore 
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there is need to regulate the train. of remembrance 
of the knowledge of the Self by having recourse to. 
means such as renunciation and dispassion ; but it is 
not something that is to be originally enjoined, being, 
as we said, already known as a possible alternátive. 
Hence we conclude that passages such as, ‘(The 
aspirant after Brahman) knowing about this alone, 
should attain intuitive knowledge,' are only meant to 
lay down the rule that the train of remembrance— 
already known (as a possible alternative)—of the 
knowledge of the Self must be kept up, for they can 
have no other import. 

Objection: This should be a meditation on the 
non-Self, for the particle ‘iti’ (as) has been used. In 
passages such as, 'It should be meditated upon as 
dear' (IV. i. 3), the meaning is not that features such 
as dearness are to be meditated upon, but that the vital 
force etc. possessing these features should be meditated 
upon. Similarly here also, from the use of the particle 
‘iti’? along with the word ‘Self’ it is understood that 
something other than the Self (i.e. the Undifferentiated) 
but having the features of the Self is to be meditated 
upon. Another reason in support of this view is the 
difference of the passage in question from another 
where the Self is presented as the object of meditation. 
For instance, it will be stated later on, 'One should 
meditate only upon the world of the Self' (I. iv. r5). 
In that passage the Self alone is meant to be the 
object of meditation, for there is the accusative 
inflexion in the word 'Self.' Here, however, there is 
no accusative inflexion, but the particle ‘iti’ is used 
along with the word 'Self.' Hence it is understood 
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that the Self is not the object of meditation here, but 
something else having the features of the Self. 

Reply: No, for at the end of this very passage 
(this text) the Self alone, we find, is presented as the 
object of meditation, 'Of all these, this Self alone 
should be realised,^ (and elsewhere), 'This Self which 
is innermost' (I. iv. 8), and 'It knew only Itself' (I. 
iv IO). 

Objection : The Self is not the object of medita- 
tion, for the vision of that which entered is negated. 
In other words, the Sruti precludes the vision of that 
very Self whose entrance (into the universe) was 
described, for the words, 'People do not see It' (this 
text), refer to the Self which is under consideration. 
Hence the Self is certainly not to be meditated upon. 

Reply : Not so, for this is because of the defect 
of incompleteness. In other words, the preclusion of 
the vision is only to indicate the defect of incomplete- 
ness in the Self, not to forbid It as an object of medita- 
tion, for It is qualified by possessing the functions of 
living etc. If the Self were not meant to be the object 
of meditation, the mention of Its incompleteness when 
endowed with single functions such as living, in the 
passage, 'For It is incomplete (being divided) from 
this totality by possessing a single characteristic (this 
text), would be meaningless. Hence the conclusion is 
that that Self alone which is not possessed of single 
ieatures is to be meditated upon, for It is complete. 
The use of the particle ‘iti’ along with the word ‘Self,’ 
to which you referred, only signifies that the truth of 
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the Self is really beyond the scope of the term and the 
concept ‘Self.’ Otherwise the Sruti would only say. 
'One should meditate upon the Self.' But this would 
imply that the term and the concept 'Self' were per- 
missible with regard to the Self. That, however, is 
repugnant to the Sruti. Witness such passages, as 
‘Not this, not this’ (II. iii. 6), ‘Through what, O Mai- 
treyi, should one know the Knower?’ (II. iv. 14; 
IV. v. 15), ‘It is never known, but is the Knower’ 
(III. viii. rr), and ‘Whence speech returns baffled 
together with the mind’ (Tai. II. iv. 1 and ix. 1). As 
for the passage, ‘One should meditate only upon the 
world of the Self,’ since it is meant to preclude the 
possibility of meditation on things other than the Self, 
it does not convey a different meaning from the one 
we have been discussing. 


Objection: Since they are alike incompletely 
known, the Self and the non-Self are both to be known. 
Such being the case, why should care be taken to know 
the Self alone, as is evident from the passage, ‘The 
Self alone is to be meditated upon,’ and not the 
other? 


Reply : Of all these, this entity called Self, which 
we are considering, alone should be realised, and 
nothing else. The ‘of’ has a partitive force, meaning 
‘among all these.’ 


Objection: Is the rest not to be known at all? 

Reply : Not so. Although it is to be known, it 
does not require a separate knowledge over and above 
that of the Self. Why? For one knows all these 
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things other than the Self through It, when the Self 
is known. 

Objection: But we cannot know one thing by 
knowing another. 

Reply : We shall answer the point while explain- 
ing the passage relating to the drum etc. (II. iv. 7). 

Objection : How is the Self the one that should 
be realised ? 

Reply : Just as in the world one may get a miss- 
ing, animal that is wanted back, by searching it through 
tts footprints—‘foot’ here means the ground with the 
print of hoof-marks left by a cow etc.—similarly when 
the Self is attained, everything is automatically attain- 
ed. This is the idea. 

Objection : The topic was knowledge—when the 
Self is known, everything else is known. So why is a 
different topic, viz. attainment, introduced here? 

Reply : Not so, for the Sruti uses the words 
‘knowledge’ and ‘attainment’ as synonymous. The 
non-attainment of the Self is but the ignorance of It. 
Hence the knowledge of the. Self is Its attainment. 
The attainment of the Self cannot be, as in the case of 
things other than It, the obtaining of something not 
_ obtained before, for here there is no difference between 
the person attaining and the object attained. Where 
the Self has to attain something other than Itself, the 
Self is the attainer and the non-Self is the object 
attained. This,-not being already attained, is separat- 
ed by acts such as producing, and is to be attained 
by the initiation of a particular action with the help 
of particular auxiliaries. And that attainment of 
something new is transitory, being due to desire and 
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action that are themselves the product of a false 
notion, like the birth of a son etc. in a dream. But 
this Self is the very opposite of that. By the very 
fact of Its being the Self, It is not separated by acts 
such as producing. But although It is always attain- 
ed, It is separated by ignorance only. Just as when 
a mother-of-pearl appears through mistake as a piece 
of silver, the non-apprehension of the former, although 
it is being perceived all the while, is merely due to the 
obstruction of the false impression, and its (subsequent) 
apprehension is but knowledge, for this is what 
removes the obstruction of false impression, similarly 
here also' the non-attainment of the Self is merely due 
to the obstruction of ignorance. Therefore the attain- 
ment of It is simply the removal of that obstruction 
by knowledge ; in no other sense it is consistent. 
Hence we shall explain how for the realisation of the 
Self every other means but knowledge is useless. 
Therefore the Sruti, wishing to express the indubitable 
identity of meaning of knowledge and attainment, 
says after introducing knowledge, ‘May get,’ for the 
root 'vid' also means 'to get.' 


Now the result of meditation on the characteristic 
i» being stated: He who knows It as such, knows 
how this Self, entering into name and form, became 
famous through that name and form as the ‘Self,’ and 
got the association of the vital force etc., obtains fame 
and association with his dear ones. Or, he. who knows 
the Self as described above obtains Kirti or the knowl- 
edge of unity coveted by seekers of liberation, and 
Sloka or liberation which results from that knowledge 
-—gets thesé primary results of knowledge. 


1.4.8] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 141 


ederet: Gara, siat free, INSANA eumd, 
AA TMM a asec: (udo spot 
gt, Bri Creeadtfa, hat g, ata eae; menm 
aa Bagueta ; aa menaa fruar sp rer 
frat warez ata u < N 
8. This Self is dearer than a son, dearer 
than wealth, dearer than everything else, and is 
innermost. Should a person (holding the Self as 
dear) say to one calling anything else dearer than 
the Self, “(What you hold) dear will die'—he is 
certainly competent (to say so)—it will indeed 
come true, One should meditate upon the Self 


alone as dear. Of him who meditates upon the 
Self alone as dear, the dear ones are not mortal. 


Here is another reason why the Self should be 
known to the exclusion of everything else. This Self 
is dearer‘than a son: A son is universally held dear 
in the world ; but the Self is dearer than he. which 
shows that It is extremely dear. Similarly dearer than 
wealth such as gold or jewels, and evervthing else, 
whatever is admittedly held dear in the world. Why 
is the Self dearer than those things, and not the organs 
etc.? This is being explained: And is innermost. 
The body and the organs are inner and nearer to one- 
self than a son or wealth, for instance, which are 
external things. But this Self is nearer than those 
. even. `A thing which is extremely dear deserves to be 
attained by the utmost effort. So is this Self, which 
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is dearer than everything else held dear in the world. 
Therefore one should make the utmost effort to attain 
It, even abandoning that which is imposed as a duty! 
on one, for the attainment of other dear objects. But 
one may ask, when both Self and non-Self are dear, 
and the choice of one means the rejection of the other, 
why should the Self alone be chosen to the exclusion 
of the other, and not inversely? This is being 
answered:  Showid a person holding the Self as dear 
say to one calling anything else but the Self, such as a 
son, dearer than the Self, ‘What you hold dear, for 
instance, the son, will die (lit. will meet with the 
extinction of life) —Why does he say like this? 
Because he is certainly competent to say so: Hence-— 
it, what he said, will indeed come true, the dear one 
will die, for he speaks the truth. Therefore he is in a 
position to say like that. Some say that the word 
'I$vara' (competent) means ‘swift.’ It might if it was 
commonly used in that sense. Therefore, giving up all 
other dear things, one should meditate upon the Self 
alone as dear. Of him who meditates upon the Self 
alone as dear, who knows that the Self alone is dear 
and nothing else, and thinks of It with the full con- 
viction that the other things commonly held dear are 
really anything but dear—of one possessed of this 
knowledge the dear ones are not mortal. This is a. 
mere restatement of a universal fact,? for a knower of 
the Self has nothing else to call dear or the opposite. 


1 By the scriptures ; e.g. marriage, for the sake of having 


a son. 
2 Viz. that everybody has dear ones and suffers when they 


die. Although the knower of Brahman has no such limited 
/ 
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Or it may be a eulogy on the choice of the Self as dear 
(in preference to non-Self); or it may be the declara- 
tion of a result for one who is an imperfect knower of 
the Self, if he meditates upon the Self as dear, for a 
suffix signifying a habit has been used in the word 
‘Pramayuka’ (mortal).! 
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9. They say: Men think, 'Through the 
knowledge of Brahman we shall become all.* 
Well, what did that Brahman know by which It 
became all? 

In the words, 'The Self alone is to be meditated 
upon' (I. iv. 7), the knowledge of Brahman which it 
is the aim of the whole Upanisad to impart, has been 
briefly indicated. With a view to explaining this 
aphorismn, the Sruti, in order to state the necessity of 
this knowledge, makes this introduction: They say. 
‘Tat’ (that) is preparatory to what is going to be un- 
folded in the next clause. ‘They’ refers to- those seekers 
of Brahman who, on getting a teacher who is like a 
boat on that boundless ocean which has for its water 
the painful struggle due to rotation in the cycle of birth, 
decay and death, desire to cross that ocean, and being 
disgusted with the;world of means and ends consisting 


vision and therefore does not suffer on that account, yet he 
is here described in terms that are merely conventional. 

1 Since mortal things cannot be immortal, it only means 
that they attain longer life by virtue of this meditation. 

? ‘All’ here as well as in many subsequent passages means 
*infinite existence.’ 
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or righteousness and unrighteousness, their means and 
their results, long to attain the eternal, supreme good 
which is entirely different from the above. What do 
they say? This is being stated: Men think, 'Through 
the knowledge of Brahman or the Supreme Self we 
Shall become all, excluding nothing.' The use of the 
word 'men' indicates their special aptitude for this as 
they are specialy qualified for the achievement of 
prosperity and liberation. This is the idea. As those 
seekers think with regard to rites that they would bring 
sure results, similarly they think that the knowledge of 
Brahman is sure to lead to identity with all, for the 
Vedas are equally the authority for both. Now this 
seems to be something inconsistent, hence we ask, what 
did that Brahman by knowing which men think they 
will become all, know by which It became all? And 
the Srutis say that It is all. If It became all without 
knowing anything, let it be the same with others too, 
what is the use of the knowledge of Brahman? If, on 
the other hand, It became all by knowing something, 
then this identity with all which is the result of the 
knowledge of Brahman, being the product of knowl- 
edge, becomes just like the result of an action, and 
therefore transitory. There would also be a regressus 
in infinitum, viz. that too had become all by knowing 
something else, that earlier thing, again, by knowing 
something else, and so on. We take it for granted that 
It did not become all without knowing something, for 
that would be distorting the meaning of the scriptures. 
But the charge of the result being transitory stands, 
does it not? —No, none of those charges can be levelled 
at it, for there is a particular meaning to it. 
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If indeed that Brahman becamll by knowing 
something, we ask, what was it? This objection the 
text gives the following absolutely fless reply: 


HM AT AAT area, ARAA, STE N- 
ania amaaa; qe arai agaa 
aug aga, eU, ur WII. aAA- 
amaaa: RA, ad ag ginaf 
ahqàafg a ud ag, ad sÀ, up rd ud 
wala, aea g A garang íxpuent ATi | 
wd, sr sat taarqared, Saras- 
ata, a ou Ha, an qud udi ed 
aga: quit AGM ipu, way gest sary 
yates ,; uana qurerdaary vale, fq 
agg? enmt aa iud qae: jeg 

IO. This (self) was indeedphman in the 
. beginning. It knew only If as, ‘I am 
Brahman.’ Therefore It becanfl. And who- 
ever among the gods knew It albecame That; 
and the same with sages andjn. The sage 
Vamadeva, while realising thitelf) as That, 
knew, ‘I was Manu, and the g_ And to this 
day whoever in like manner ks It as, ‘I am 
Brahman,’ becomes all this |verse). Even 
the gods cannot prevail aga] him, for he 


becomes their self. While who worships: 
.IO 
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another gdhinking, ‘He is one, and I am 
another, d not know. He is like an animal 
to the godgAs many animals serve a man, so 
does each n serve the gods. Even if one 
animal is tn away, it causes anguish, what 
should one? of many animals? Therefore it 
is not liked them that men should know this. 
Prima fiview: Brahman here must be the 
conditioned áman,' for then only can the identity 
with all be Óroduct of effort. The Supreme Brah- 
man cannot ime all as a result of knowledge. But 
this identity : all is spoken of as a result of knowl- 
edge: ‘There It became all.’ Hence the Brahman 
referred to im passage, ‘This was indeed Brahman 
in the beginn’ must be the conditioned Brahman. 
Or, sincen alone are qualified (for this identi- 
fication with’ the word ‘Brahman’ may refer to a 
future knowe Brahman who will be identified with 
It. For in passage, ‘Men think . . . we shall 
become all’ (j. 9), men have been introduced, and 
it has alreadjen said that they alone are specially 
qualified for, practice of the means of prosperity 
and liberatimeither the Supreme Brahman nor ’ 
Hiranyagarbhhe conditioned Brahman. Therefore 
by the word ihman' is meant a man who through 
the knowledg} the conditioned Brahman—identified 
with the whohiverse—combined with rites, attained 
identity withe conditioned Brahman (Hiranya- 
garbha), and ing away from all enjoyments (in that 


1 The viewhn earlier commentator (Vrttikara). 
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state) and having broken his ties of desire and action 
by attaining everything, sought unity with the Supreme 
Brahman through the knowledge of It. It is a com- 
mon occurrence in the world that words are used 
having reference to future states, as in the sentence, 
‘They are cooking rice,’* and in the scriptures too, 
‘The monk,? after performing a sacrifice in which 
wishing fearlessness to all beings is his fee to the 
priests,’ etc. (Va. X.). Similarly here also Brahman 
means a man desiring to know Brahman and aspiring 
identity with It. This is the view of some.? 

Reply : Not so, for that kind of identity with all 
would be open to the charge of transitoriness. There 
is no such thing in the world that really assumes a 
different state through some cause and still is eternal. 
Similarly, if identity with all be due to the knowledge 
of Brahman, it cannot at the same time be eternal. 
And if it be transitory, it would be, as we have already 
said, like the result of an action. But if by identity 
with all you mean the cessation, through the knowledge 
of Brahman, of that idea of not being all which is due 
to ignorance, then it would be futile to understand by 
the term ‘Brahman’ a man who will be Brahman. 
Even before knowing Brahman, everybody, being 
Brahman, is really always identical with all, but ignor- 
ance superimposes on him the idea that he is not 
Brahman and not all, as a mother-of-pearl is mistaken 
for silver, or as the sky is imagined to be concave, of 


1 ‘Rice’ here means the cooked grains. 
? He can be a monk only after the sacrifice. 
3 Bhartrprapafica, another commentator. ' 
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blue, or the like. Similarly, if you think that here 
also the idea of not being Brahman and not being all 
that has been superimposed on Brahman by ignorance, 
is removed by the knowledge of Brahman, then, since 
the Vedas speak the truth, it is proper to say that what 
was really the Supreme Brahman is referred to in the 
sentence, ‘This was indeed Brahman in the beginning,’ 
for that is the primary meaning of the word ‘Brahman.’ 
But one must not think that the word ‘Brahman’ here 
means a man who will be Brahman, which would be 
contrary to the meaning of that term. For it is wrong 
to give up the plain meaning of a word used in the 
Sruti and put a new meaning in its place, unless there 
is a higher purpose behind it. 

Objection: But the fact of not being Brahman 
and not being all exists apart from the creation of 
ignorance. 

Reply : No, for then it cannot be removed by the 
knowledge of Brahman. This knowledge has never 
been observed either directly to remove some charac- 
teristic of a thing or to create one. But everywhere 
it is seen to remove ignorance. Similarly here also let 
the idea of not being Brahman and not being all that 
is due to ignorance, be removed by the knowledge of 
Brahman, but it can neither create nor put a stop to a 
real entity. Hence it is entirely futile to give up the 
plain meaning of a word used in the Sruti and put a 
new meaning in its place. 

Objection : But is not ignorance out of place in 
Brahman?’ 
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Reply : Not so, for knowledge regarding Brahman 
has been enjoined. When there has been no super- 
imposition of silver on a mothey-of-pearl, and it is 
directly visible, no one takes tbe trouble to say it is a 
mother-of-pearl, and not silver. Similarly, were there 
no superimposition of ignorance on Brahman, the 
knowledge of unity regarding Brahman would not be 
enjoined in such terms as the following: All this is 
Existence, All this is Brahman,' ‘All this is the Self’ 
(Ch. VII. xxv. 2), and This duality has no existence 
apart from Brahman.? 

Objection : We do not say that there is no super- 
imposition on Brahman of attributes not belonging to 
It, as in the case of a mother-oi-pearl, but that Brah- 
man is not the cause of the superimposition of these 
attributes on Itself, nor the author of ignorance. 

Reply : Let it be so, Brahman is not the author 
of ignorance nor subject to error. But it is not ad- 
mitted that there is any other conscious entity but 
Brahman which is the author of ignorance or subject 
tc error. Witness such Sruti texts as, ‘There is no 
cther knower ‘but Him’ (III. vii. 23), ‘There is no 
other knower but This’ (III. viii. 11), ‘Thou art That’ 
(Ch. VI. viii. 7), 'It knew only Itself as, ''I am Brah- 
man''' (this text), and ‘He (who worships another 
god thinking), ‘‘He is one, and I am another," does 
not know’ (Ibid). And: the Smrtis: '(Living) the 
same in all beings' (G. XIII. 27), 'I am the self, O 
Arjuna (dwelling in the minds of all beings)’ (G. X. 

1 Adapted from Ch. VI. ii. r and Mu. II. ii. 1x respect- 
ively. : 

3 An echo of IV. iv. 19. 
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20), and '(Wise men are even-minded) to a dog as well 
as a Candàla' (G. V. 18). And the Vedic Mantras: 
'He who (sees) all beings (in himself) (I$. 6), and 
‘When all beings (have become his self) (I$. 7). 

Objection: In that case scriptural instruction is 
useless. | 
Reply : Quite so, let it be, when the truth has 
been known. 

Objection: But it is also useless to know the 
truth. 

Reply : No, for we see it removes ignorance. 

Objection: If there is unity, this removal of 
ignorance. also is impossible. ` 

Reply : Not so, for it contradicts experience. 
We actually see that the knowledge of unity alone 
dispels ignorance. If you deny an observed fact, 
saying it is impossible, you would be contradicting 
experience, a thing which nobody will allow. Nor is 
there any question of impossibility with regard to an 
observed fact, because it has actually been observed. 

Objection : But this observation also is impos- 
sible. 

Reply : There also the same logic will apply. 

Objection : ‘One indeed becomes good through 
good work’ (III. ii. 13), ‘It is followed by knowledge, 
work’ (IV. iv. 2), ‘The individual self, the Purusa, 
is a thinker, knower and doer’ (Pr. IV. 9)—from such 
Sruti and Smrti texts as well as from reason we know 
that there is a transmigrating self other than and dis- 
tinct from the Supreme Self. And the latter is known 
to be distinct from the former from such Sruti texts 
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as the following: 'This (self) is That which has been 
described as ''Not this, not this," ' (III. iv. 26), 'It 
transcends hunger etc.," ‘The Self that is sinless, un- 
decaying, deathless’ (Ch. VIII. vii. 13), and ‘Under 
the mighty rule of this Immutable’ (III. viii. 9). 
Again, in the systems of logic (Vaisesika and Nyaya) 
advocated by Kanada and Gautama, the existence of 
a God distinct from the transmigrating self is established 
through argument. That the latter is different from 
God is clearly seen from its activity due to its desire 
to get rid of the misery of relative existence. Also 
from such Sruti and Smrti texts as: ‘It is without 
speech and without zeal’ (Ch. III. xiv. 2), and ‘I 
have no duties, O Arjuna’ (G. III. 32). And from 
the distinct mention of God as the object of search and 
the individual self as the seeker, in such (Sruti) 
passages as: ‘That is to be sought, and That one 
should desire to realise’ (Ch. VIII. vii. 1, 3), ‘Know- 
ing It one is not touched (by evil action)’ (IV. iv. 23), 
"Ihe knower of Brahman attains the highest’ (Tai. II. 
i. I), ‘It should be realised in one form only’ (IV. iv. 
20), ‘He, O Gargi, who without knowing this Immut- 
able' (III. viii. 1o), "Knowing It alone the sage' (IV. 
iv. 21), and ‘The syllable Om is called the bow, the 
individual self the arrow, and Brahman the target’ 
(Mu. II. ii. 4). Another reason for the difference is the 
mention of a journey, particular routes and a destina- 
tion for a seeker of liberation. If there is no difference, 
who should make the. journey and how, and in the 
absence of this, two particular routes, viz. the southern 
and northern, are meaningless, and the destination as 


1 Adapted from III. v. 1. 
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well. But if the individual self is different from the 
Supreme Self, all this would be consistent. Also they 
must be different because the scriptures prescribe the two 
means, viz. rites and knowledge. If the individual self 
is different from Brahman, the teaching of rites and 
knowledge as means to prosperity and liberation re- 
spectively may aptly apply to it, but not to God, for 
the objects of His desire are eternally attained. There- 
fore it is proper to understand the word ‘Brahman’ in 
the sense of a man aspiring to be Brahman. 


Reply : No, for then instruction about Brahman 
would be useless. If a man subject to transmigration 
and only aspiring to be -identified with Brahman 
became all by knowing himself to be Brahman, although 
he was not It, then instruction about the Supreme 
Brahman is certainly useless, for he attained identity 
with all as a result of knowing only the transmigrating 
self, and the knowledge of the Supreme Brahman is 
never utilised' for attaining human ends. 


Objection : The instruction is only meant for the 
man subject to transmigration, so that he may practise 
the meditation based on resemblance? with regard to 
Brahman as, ‘I am Brahman.’ For if he does not 
fully know the nature of Brahman, with what can be 
identify himself in fancy as, ‘I am Brahman’? This 


1 By scriptural injunctions, making it a subsidiary part 
of rites. 

2 This is a kind of meditation known as ‘Sampad,’ in 
which an inferior thing is thought of as a superior thing 
through some common features, often fanciful. 
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meditation based on resemblance is possible only when 
the characteristics of Brahman are fully known. 

Reply: Not so, for we know that the words 
‘Brahman’ and ‘self’ are synonymous, being used 
thousands of times in co-ordination in such texts as 
the following: ‘This self is Brahman’ (II. v. 10), 
‘The Brahman that is immediate and direct’ (III. iv. 
1-2; III. v. 1), ‘The Self (that is sinless)’ (Ch. VIII. 
vii. I, 3), ‘It is truth, It is the Self’ (Ch. VI. viii. 7 
etc.) and ‘The knower of Brahman attains the highest’ 
(Tai. II. i. 1), these last introductory words (to Tai. 
II.) being shortly after followed by the words, ‘From 
this Self,’ etc. (lbid). The meditation based on 
resemblance is performed when the two things con- 
cerned are different, not when they are identical. And 
the sentence, ‘This all is the Self’ (II. iv. 6). shows 
the unity of the Self under consideration that is to be 
realised. Therefore the Self cannot be regarded as 
Brahman through the meditation based on resemblance. 

Nor do we see any other necessity for instruction 
about Brahman, for. the Sruti méntions identification 
with It in the passages, ‘(He who) knows (that 
Supreme) Brahman becomes Brahman’ (III. ii. 9), 
“You have attained That which is free from fear, O 
Janaka' (IV. ii. 4), and ‘He . . . becomes the fearless 
Brahman’ (IV. iv. 25). If the meditation based on 
resemblance were meant, this identity would not take 
place, for one thing cannot become another. 

Objection: On the strength of scriptural state- 
ments, even the meditation based on resemblance may 
lead to identity. 
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Repiy : No, for this meditation is only an idea. 
And knowledge, as we have said, only removes the 
false notion, it does not create anything. Nor can a 
scriptural statement impart any power to a thing. For 
it is an accepted principle that the scriptures are only 
informative, not creative.! Besides, in the passage, 
‘This Self has entered into these bodies,” etc. (I. iv. 7), 
it is clear that the Supreme Self alone has entered. 
Therefore the view that the word 'Brahman' means a 
man who wil be Brahman, is not a sound one. 
Another reason is that it contradicts the intended mean- 
ing. The desired import of this whole Upanisad is the 
knowledge that Brahman is without interior or exterior 
and homogeneous like a lump of salt, as is known from 
the assertion made at the end of both Madhu and Muni 
Kandas,? ‘This is the teaching’ (II. v. 19), and ‘This 
much indeed is (the means of) immortality, my dear' 
(IV. v. 15). Similarly, in the Upanisads of all recen- 
sions the knowledge of the unity of Brahman (self) is 
the certain import. If, therefore, the passage in ques- 
tion is interpreted to mean that the transmigrating self, 
which is different from Brahman, knew itself, the 
desired meaning of the Upanisads would be contra- 
dicted. And in that case the scripture, having its 
beginning and end not tallying with each other, would 
be considered inconsistent. Moreover, the name would 
be out of place. In other words, if in the passage, 'It 
knew only Itself,’ the word ‘It’ is supposed to refer to 


1 They only give first-hand information about things un- 
known. They do not produce anything new. See p. 301. 
2 Consisting of chapters I--II and III--V respectively. 
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the transmigrating self, the name given to the knowl- 
edge would not be ‘the knowledge of Brahman,’ for 
then, ‘It knew only Itself,’ should mean that the 
transmigrating self was the entity that was known. 

Objection : Suppose we say that the word ‘Self’ 
1efers to an entity other than the knower.! 

Reply : Not so, for there is the specification, 
‘I am Brahman.’ If the entity known were other than 
the knower, the specification should be, ‘It is Brah- 
man,’ or ‘That is Brahman,’ and not ‘I am Brahman.’ 
But since it is, ‘I am Brahman,’ and there is the 
assertion, ‘It knew only Itself,’ we know it for certain 
that the self is Brahman. And then only the name 
‘the knowledge of Brahman’ would be appropriate, 
not otherwise. In the other case it would be ‘the 
knowledge of the transmigrating self.’ Nor can the 
same entity really be both Brahman and not Brahman, 
just as the sun cannot be both bright and dark, for 
these are contradictory features. And if both were the 
cause of the name, there should not be the sure appella- 
tion ‘the knowledge of Brahman.’ It should then be 
‘the knowledge of Brahman and of the transmigrating 
self.’ Nor in proceeding to expound the knowledge of 
Truth should one present the reality as an absurdity, 
like a woman, for instance, being one-half old and one- 
half young. That will only cause doubt in the mind 
of the listener. Whereas it is sure knowledge that is 
regarded as leading to liberation, the goal of human 
life, as is evidenced by the following Sruti and Smrti 


1 Which, according to the opponent, is the individual 
self. Hence the entity known would be Brahman, thus justi- 
fying the name of the knowledge. 
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texts: 'He who really has (the conviction that he 
will attain the conditioned Brahman after. death) and 
has no doubt about it (does attain him)' (Ch. III. xiv. 
4) and ‘The doubting: man perishes’ (G. 1V. 40). 
Hence oue who wishes to do good to others should not 
use expressions of a doubtful import. 

Objection : To think that Brahman, like us, is a 
seeker of liberation, is not proper, and that is what we 
see in the passage, ‘It knew only Itself. . . . There- 
fore It became all."' 

Reply : Not so, for by saying this you will be 
flouting the scriptures. It is not our idea, but that of 
the scriptures Hence your fling hits them. An: you 
who wish to please Brahman should not give up the 
real meaning of the scriptures by fancying things 
contrary to it. Nor should you lose your patience 
over this much only, for all plurality is but imagined 
in Brahman, as we know from hundreds of texts like 
the following: ‘It should be realised in one form only’ 
(IV. iv. 20), ‘There is no difference whatsoever in 
Brahman’ (IV. iv. 19 ; Ka. IV..11), ‘When there is 
duality, as it were’ (II. iv. 14; IV. v. 15), and ‘One 
only without a second’ (Ch. VI. ii. 1). Since the’ 
whole phenomenal world is imagined in Brahman alone 
and is not real, you say very little when you condemn 
this particular idea as improper. 

Therefore the conclusion is that the word ‘Brahman’ 
refers to that Brahman which projected the universe 
and entered into it. 

This, the Brahman (self) that is perceived as being 
in this body, was indeed—this word is emphatic— 
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Brahman, and all, in the beginning, even before realisa- 
tion. But owing to ignorance it superimposes on itself 
the notion that it is not Brahman, and that it is not 
all, and consequently thinks, through mistake, that it 
is an agent, possessed of activity, the experiencer of its 
fruits, happy or miserable, and transmigrating. But 
. really it is Brahman different from all the foregoing 
and is all. Being somehow awakened by a merciful 
teacher who told it that it was not subject to trans- 
migration, ‘It knew only Itself,’ its own natural Self, 
that is, which is free from differentiations superimposed 
by ignorance. This is the meaning of the particle ‘eva’ 


(only). 
Objection: Tell me, what is that natural Self 


which Brahman knew? 

Reply : Do you not remember the Self? It has 
been pointed out as the one that entering into these 
bodies does the function of the Prana, Apana, Vyana, 
Udana and Samana.! 

Objection © You are describing It as one would 
describe a cow or a horse by simply saying, 'It is a 
cow,' or 'It is a horse.' You do not show the Self 
directly. 

Reply : Well then, the Self is the seer, hearer, 
thinker and knower. l 

Objection: Here also yow do not directly point 
out the nature of that which does the functions of seeing 
etc. Going is surely not the nature of one who goes, 
nor cutting that of a cutter. 

Reply : In that case the Self is the seer of sight, 


1 See commentary on I. v. 3. 
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the. hearer of hearing, the thinker of thought and the 
knower of knowledge. f 

Objection : But what difference does it make in 
the seer? Whether it be the seer of sight or of a jar, 
it is but the seer under all circumstances. By saying 
"The seer of sight' you are simply stating a difference 
as regards the object seen. But the seer, whether it be 
the seer of sight or of a jar, is just the same. 

Reply : No, for there is a difference, and it is 
this: If that which is the seer of sight is identical 
with that sight, it always visualises the latter, and there - 
is never a time when sight is not visualised by the seer. 
So the vision of the seer must be eternal. If it were 
transitory, then sight, which is the object visualised, 
may sometimes not be seen, as a jar, for instance, may 
not always be perceived by the transitory vision. But 
the seer of sight never ceases to visualise sight like 
that. 

Objection : Has the seer then two kinds of vision, 
one eternal and invisible, and the other transitory and 
visible? 

Reply: Yes. The transitory vision is familiar to 
us, for we see some people are blind, and others are 
not. If the eternal vision were the only one in exist- 
ence, all people would. be possessed of vision. But the 
vision of the seer is an eternal one, for the Sruti says, 
‘The vision of the witness can never be lost’ (IV. iii. 
23). From inference also we know this. For we find 
even a blind man has vision consisting of the impres- 
sions of a jar. etc. in dreams. This shows that the 
vision of the seer is not lost with the ioss of the other 
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kind of vision. Through that unfailing eternal vision, 
which is identical with It and is called the self-effulgent 
light, the Self always sees the other, transitory vision 
in the dream and waking states, as idea and perception 
respectively, and becomes the seer of sight. Such being 
the case, the vision itself is Its nature, like the heat of 
fire, and there is no other conscious (or unconscious) 
seer over and above the vision, as the Vaisesikas 
maintain. 

It, Brahman, knew only Itself, the eternal vision, 
devoid of the transitory vision etc. superimposed on It. 

Objection : But knowing the knower is self-contra- 
dictory, for the Sruti says, ‘One should not try to know 
the knower of knowledge’ (III. iv. 2). 

Reply : No, this sort of knowledge involves no 
contradiction. The Self is indeed known thus, as ‘the 
seer of sight. Also it does not depend on any other 
knowledge. He who knows that the vision of the seer 
is eternal, does not wish to see It in any other way. 
This wish to see the seer automatically stops because 
of its very impossibility, for nobody hankers after a 
thing that does not exist. And that sight which is 
itself an object of vision does not dare to visualise the 
seer, in which case one might wish to do it. Nor does 
anybody want to see himself. Therefore the sentence, 
‘It knew only Itself,’ only means the cessation of the 
superimposition of ignorance, and not the actual cognis- 
ing of the Self as an object. 

How did It know Itself? As ‘I am Brahman, the 
Self that is the seer of sight.’ ‘Brahman’ is That which 
is immediate and direct, the Self that is within all, 
beyond hunger and the like, described as ‘Not this, 
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not this,’ neither gross nor subtle, and so on. ‘I am, 
as you! said, That and no other, not the transmigrat- 
ing self.’ Therefore, from knowing thus, /¢, Brahman, 
became all. Since by the cessation of the superimposed 
notion of not being Brahman, its effect, the notion of 
not being all, was also gone, therefore It became all. 
Hence men are justified in thinking that through the 
knowledge of Brahman they would become all. The 
question, ‘Well, what did that Brahman know by which 
It became all?’ has been answered: ‘This was indeed 
Brahman in the beginning. It knew only Itself as, 
"I am Brahman.” Therefore It became all.’ 

And whoever among the gods knew It, the Self, 
in the manner described above, that awakened self also 
became That, Brahman. And the same with sages and 
men. The words ‘gods’ etc. are used from the conven- 
tional point of view, not from that of the vision of 
Brahman. We have already said that it is Brahman 
which has entered everywhere, as set forth in the 
passage, ‘That Supreme Being first entered the bodies’ 
(II. v. 18). Hence the words ‘gods’ etc. are used 
from the conventional standpoint determined by the 
limiting adjuncts such as the body. Really it was 
Brahman which was in those divine and other bodies 
even before realisation, being only looked upon as 
something else. It knew only Itself and thereby 
became all. | 

To strengthen the import of the passage that this 
knowledge of Brahman leads to identity with all, the 
Sruti quotes some Mantras. How? The sage called . 


1 The teacher. 
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Vamadeva, while realising this, his own self, as identi- 
cal with That, Brahman, knew, from this realisation 
of Brahman, i.e. in that state of realisation of the 
identity of the self and Brahman, visualised these 
Mantras, ‘I was Manu, and the sun, etc. (R. IV. 
xxvi. I). The expression, ‘While realising this (self) 
as That’—-Brahman—trefers to the knowledge of Brah- 
man. And the words, ‘I was Manu, and the sun,’ 
refer to its result, identity with all. By the use of the 
form,' ‘While realising’ It he attained this result, viz. 
identity with all, the Sruti shows that liberation is 
attainable through the aid of the knowledge of Brah- 
man, as in the expression, ‘While eating he is getting 
satisfaction.’ Someone may think that the gods, who 
are great, attained this identity with all through the 
knowledge of Brahman because of their extraordinary 
power, but those of this age, particularly men, can 
never attain it owing to their limited power. In order 
to remove this notion the text says: And to this day 
whoever, curbing his interest in external things, în like 
manner knows It, the Brahman under consideration 
which has entered into all beings and is indicated by 
the functions of seeing etc., i.e. his own Self, as, 'I am 
Brahman,' which is untouched by the attributes of the 
phenomenal universe, is without interior or exterior 
and absolute, by discarding the differences super- 
imposed by the false notion created by limiting 
adjuncts, becomes all this, owing to his notion of in- 
completeness—the effect of ignorance— being removed 
by the knowledge of Brahman. For there is no differ- 


1 The suffix Satr, denoting concurrence. 
II 
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ence as regards Brahman or the knowledge of It 
between giants like Vamadeva and the human weak- 
lings of to-day. But, one may suppose, the result of 
the knowledge of Brahman may be uncertain in the 
case of the present generation. This is answered as 
follows: Even the gods, powerful as they may be, 
cannot prevail against him, the man who has known 
Brahman in the manner described above—have not 
the capacity to stop his becoming Brahman and all, 
much less others. 

Objection : Is there any ground for supposing 
that the gods and others can thwart the attainment of 
the results of the knowledge of Brahman? 

Reply : Yes, beacuse men are indebted to them. 
The Sruti text, (Every Brahmana—twice-born—by his 
very birth is indebted) to the sages in respect of conti- 
nence, to the gods in respect of sacrifices, and to the 
Manes in respect of progeny’ (Tai. S. VI. iii. ro. 5), 
shows that a man by his very birth is under certain 
obligations. And we know it from the illustration of 
animals (in this text). There is also the text, ‘Now 
this self (the ignorant man),' etc. (I. iv. 16), describing 
him as an object of enjoyment for all, which shows 
that it is reasonable to suppose that the gods, in order 
to maintain their livelihood, may hinder men, who are 
dependent, yfrom attaining immortality, as creditors do 
with their debtors. The gods also protect their animals 
like their own bodies, for the Sruti will show that each 
man being equivalent to many animals, the gods have 
a great source of livelihood in the rites performed by 
him. It will presently be stated, 'Therefore it is not 
liked by them that men should know this' (this text), 
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and ‘Just as one wishes safety to one’s body, so do all 
beings wish safety to him who knows it as such’ 
(I. iv. 16). From the mention of dislike and safety 
we understand that the gods think that when a man 
attains the knowledge of Brahman, he will cease to be 
their object of enjoyment and their animal, for his 
dependence will end. Therefore the gods may very 
well hinder a prospective knower of Brahman from 
attaining the results of the knowledge of Brahman, for 
they are also powerful. 

Objection : In that case the gods may find 
it like drinking a beverage to obstruct the fruition of 
results in other spheres too, viz. rites. Well, it would 
shake one's faith in the performance of the means of 
achieving prosperity and liberation. Similarly God 
also, being of inscrutable power; can put obstacles, as 
also time, action, sacred formule, herbs and austerities, 
which, as we know from the scriptures as well as 
experience, can help or hinder the fruition of results. 
This too would shake one's faith in the performance of 
scriptural rites. 

Reply : Not so, for all things spring from definite 
causes, and we also see variety in the universe. Both 
these will be inconsistent if things happen spontane- 
ously. Since it is the accepted view of the Vedas, 
Smrtis, reasoning and tradition that happiness, misery, 
and the like are the outcome of one's past work, the 
-gods, or God, or time by no means upset the results of 
work, for these depend on requisite factors. Work, 
good or bad, that men do cannot come into being 
without the help of factors such as the gods, time and 
God, and even if it did, it would not have the power 
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to produce results, for it is the very nature of work 
to spring from many causes such as the different 
factors. Therefore the gods, God and others being 
auxiliaries to work, there is nothing to shake our faith 
in the attainment of its results. 

Sometimes also (in the matter of thwarting) they 
have to depend on the past work of men, for its in- 
herent power cannot be checked. And there is no 
fixity about the relative predominance of past work, 
time, destiny and the nature of things etc.; it is inscrut- 
able, and hence throws people into confusion. Some, 
for instance, say that in bringing about results one's 
past work is the only factor. Others say it is destiny. 
A third group mentions time. Still others say it is the 
nature of things etc. While yet another group main- 
tains it is all these things combined. Regarding this the 
Vedas and Smrtis uphold the primacy of past work,: 
as in the passage, “One indeed becomes good through 
good work and evil through evil work’ (III. ii. 13), 
and so on. Although one or other of these at times 
gains ascendancy in its own sphere over the rest, whose 
potential superiority lies in abeyance for the time being, 
yet there. is no uncertainty about work producing 
results, for the importance of work is decided by the 
scriptures as well as reason.! 

Nor (can the gods check the result of knowledge), 
for the realisation of Brahman, which is this result, 
consists in the mere cessation of ignorance. It has 
been suggested that the gods may thwart the attain- 


1 The variety that we see in the world can be explained 
only as the outcome of men's diverse past work. 
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ment of Brahman, which is the result expected from 
the knowledge of It ; but they do not have that power. 
Why? Because this result, the attainment of Brah- 
man, immediately follows the knowledge. How? As 
in the world a form is revealed as soon as the observer’s 
eye is in touch with light, similarly the very moment 
that one has knowledge of the Supreme Self, ignorance 
regarding It must disappear. Hence, the effects of 
ignorance being impossible in the presence of the 
knowledge of Brahman, like the effects of darkness in 
the presence of a lamp, whom should the gods thwart 
and by what means, for is not the knower of Brahman 
the self of the gods? This is what the text says: ‘For 
he, the knower of Brahman, becomes their self, the 
reality of these gods, the object of their meditation, 
the Brahman that is to be known from all scriptures, 
simultaneously with the knowledge of Brahman, since, 
as we have said (p. 140), the only obstruction of ignor- 
ance vanishes then and there, like a mother-of-pearl 
mistaken for a piece of silver becoming itself again. 
Hence the gods cannot possibly try to stand against 
their own self. They succeed in their effort to put 
obstacles only in the case of one who seeks a result 
which is other than the Self and is separated by space, 
time and causation, but not with regard to this sage, 
who becomes their self simultaneously with the 
awakening of knowledge, and is not separated by 
space, time and causation, for there is no room for 
opposition here. 

Objection: In that case, since there is not a 
stream of consciousness about knowledge (of Brah- 
man), and since we see that a consciousness of an 
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opposite nature together with its effects persists, let us 
say that only the last! consciousness of the Self removes 
ignorance, and not the first one. 

Reply : No, for your ground of inference will be 
falsified on account of the first. If the first conscious- 
ness of the Self does not remove ignorance, neither will 
the last, for they are alike consciousness of the Self. 

Objection : Well then, let us say, it is not the 
isolated consciousness that removes ignorance, but that 
which is continuous. 

Reply : Not so, for there cannot be a continuity, 
since it would be broken by thoughts of self-preserva- 
tion etc. So long as these crop up, there cannot be 
an unbroken streain of consciousness about knowledge, 
for the two are contradictory. 

Objection : Suppose the latter continues til] death 
to the exclusion of the former. 

Reply : Not so, for the uncertainty about the 
requisite number of thoughts to make up that stream 
would be open to the charge of making the meaning 
of the scriptures indefinite. In other words, there 
being nothing to determine that so many thoughts 
would make up a stream that will remove ignorance, 
it would be impossible to determine the meaning of 
the scriptures, which is not desirable. 

Objection : The meaning is quite definite, for in 
so far as it is a stream of consciousness, it will remove 
ignorance. 


Reply: No, for there is no difference between 
the first and the last stream of consciousness. There 


J The one arising at the moment of death. 
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being nothing to determine whether it is the first stream 
of consciousness about knowledge that removes ignor- 
ance, or the last one ending with the moment of death, 
they too would be open to those two charges already 
mentioned with regard to the first and last thoughts. 

Objection : Well then, let us say that knowledge 
does not remove ignorance. | 

Reply : Not so, for the Sruti says, ‘Therefore It 
became all,’ as also, ‘The knot of the heart is broken,’ 
etc. (Mu. II. ii. 8), ‘Then what delusion can there 
be?’ (Is. 7), and so on. 

Objection : These may be mere eulogies. 

Reply: No, for then the Upanisads in all the 
recensions would be classed as such, for they have just 
this one aim. 


Objection : Suppose we say that they are but 
eulogies, for they deal with the self which is already 
known through perception.’ 

Reply: No, for we have already refuted that 
contention.? Also we have said that knowledge pro- 
duces palpable results, viz. the cessation of such evils 
as ignorance, grief, delusion and fear (p. 134). There- 
fore there can be no question about knowledge 
removing ignorance, whether it be first or last, conti- 
nuous or non-continuous, for knowledge culminates in 
producing the cessation of ignorance and other evils. 
Any consciousness that produces this result, whether 
first or last, continuous or non-continuous, is knowledge 


1 As the basis of our ego-consciousness. 
2 The ego-consciousness deals with the individual self, 
not the Supreme Self, the Witness. See p. 118. 
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according to us. Hence there is no scope whatsoever 


for any objection. 
You said, the first consciousness does not remove 


ignorance, because we see that a consciousness of an 
opposite nature to knowledge together with its effects 
persists. This is wrong, for the residue of Prarabdha 
work is the cause of the persistence of the body after 
knowledge. In other words, that resultant of past 
work which led to the formation of the present body 
(Prarabdha), being the outcome of false notions’ and the 
evils (of attachment etc.), is able to bear fruit only as 
such, i.e. as coupled with those notions and evils ; hence 
until the body falls, it cannot but produce, as part of 
one's experience of the results of past work, just so 
much of false notions and the evils of attachment etc., 
for the past work that made this body has already 
begun to bear fruit and must run its course like an 
arrow that has been shot. Therefore knowledge cannot 
stop that, for they are not contradictory. What does it 
do then? It stops the effects of ignorance which are 
contradictory to it and are about to spring up from 
(the ignorance lying in) the self, which is the sub- 
stratum of that knowledge, for they have not yet 
appeared. But the other is past. 

Moreover, false notions do not arise in a man of 
realisation, for there is then no object for them. When- 
ever a false notion arises, it does so on account of a 
certain similarity of something to another, without 
ascertaining the particular nature of that thing, as 
when a mother-of-pearl is mistaken for a piece of silver. 

! Notions opposed to reality: considering the non-Self to 
be the Self and vice versa. 
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And this can no more happen to one who has 
ascertained the particular nature of that thing, for the 
source of all false notions (that cursory resemblance) 
has been destroyed ; as they no more appear when a 
right perception of the mother-of-pearl, for instance, 
has taken place. Sometimes, however, memories due to 
the impressions of false notions antecedent to the dawn- 
ing of knowledge, simulating those notions, suddenly 
appear and throw him into the error of regarding them 
as actual false notions ; as one who is familiar with 
the points of the compass sometimes all of a sudden 
gets confused about them. If even a man of realisa- 
tion comes to have false notions as before, then faith 
in realisation itself being shaken, no one would care 
to understand the meaning of the scriptures, and all 
evidences of knowledge would cease to be such, for 
then there would be no distinction between things that 
are valid evidences and those that are not. This also 
answers the question why the body does not fall 
immediately after realisation. The destruction of 
actions done before, after and at the time of realisation 
as well as those accumulated in past lives—actions that 
have not yet begun to bear fruit—is proved by the very 
negation of obstructions to the attainment of results in 
the present text, as also from such Sruti texts as the 
following: ‘And his actions are destroyed’ (Mu. II. 
ii. 8), ‘It takes him only so long (as he does not give 
up his body)’ (Ch. VI. xiv. 2), ‘All demerits are burnt 
up’ (Ch. V. xxiv. 3), ‘Knowing It one is not touched 
by evil action’ (IV. iv. 23), ‘He is never overtaken 
by these two thoughts (of having done good and evil 
acts)’ (IV. iv. 22), ‘Actions done or omitted do not 
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trouble him' (Ibid.), '(iRemorse for doing evil and not 
doing good) does not trouble him' (Tai. II. ix.), and 
‘He is not afraid of anything’ (Ibid). Also from 
such Smrti texts as the following: 'The fire of 
knowledge reduces all actions to ashes' (G. IV. 37). 

The objection that he is tied up by his obligations 
(to the gods etc.) is not valid, for they concern an 
ignorant man. It is he who is under those obligations, 
for he can be presumed to be an agent and so forth. 
It will be said later on, ‘When there is something else, 
as it were, then one can see something’ (IV. iii. 31). 
These last words show that the acts of seeing etc. 
together with their results, which are dependent on 
many factors created by ignorance, are possible only in 
the state of ignorance, when the Self, the Reality that 
has no second, appears as something else, like a second 
moon when one has got the disease of double vision 
(Timira). But the text, ‘Then what should one see 
and through what?’ (II. iv. 14 ; IV. v. 15), shows that 
work is impossible in the state of knowledge, when the 
illusion of manifoldness created by ignorance has been 
destroyed. Therefore the indebtedness in question 
belongs only to an ignorant man, for whom it is possible 
to work, and to none else. We shall show this at 
length while dealing with passages that are yet to be 
explained. 

As, for instance, here. While he, one who is not 
a knower of Brahman, who worships another god, a 
god different from himself, approaches him in a sub- 
ordinate position, offering him praises, salutations, 
sacrifices, presents, devotion, meditation, etc., think- 
ing, “He is one, non-self, different from me, and I am 
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another, qualified for rites, and I must serve him like a 
debtor’—worships him with such ideas, does not know 
the truth. He, this ignorant man, has not only the 
evil of ignorance, but is also like an animal to the gods. 
As a cow or other animals are utilised through their 
services such as carrying loads or yielding milk, so is 
this man of use to every one of the gods and others on 
account of his many services such as the performance 
of sacrifices. That is to say, he is therefore engaged 
to do all kinds of services for them. 

The scriptural rites, with or without the accom- 
paniment of meditation, which this ignorant man, for 
whom the divisions of caste, order of life and so forth 
exist, and who is bound to those rites, performs, lead 
to progress beginning with human birth and ending 
with identity with Hiranyagarbha. While his natural. 
activities, as distinguished from those prescribed by 
the scriptures, lead to degradation beginning with the 
human birth itself and ending with identity with 
stationary objects. That it is so we shall explain in 
the latter part of this chapter beginning with, ‘There 
are indeed three worlds' (I. V. 16), and continuing 
right up to the end. While the effect of knowledge 
(meditation) has been briefly shown to be identity with 
all. The whole of this Upanisad is exclusively devoted 
to showing the distinction between the spheres of 
knowledge and ignorance. We shall show that this is 
the import of the whole book. 

Since it is so, therefore the gods can thwart as well 
as help an ignorant man. This is being shown: As 
in the world many animals such as cows or horses 
serve a man, their owner and controller, so does each 
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ignorant man, equivalent to many animals, serve the 
gods. This last word is suggestive of the Manes and 
others as well. He thinks, 'This Indra and the other 
gods are different from me and are my masters. I 
shall worship them like a servant through praises, 
salutations, sacrifices, etc., and shall attain as results 
prosperity and liberation granted by them. Now, in 
the world, even if one animal of à man possessing 
many such is taken away, seized by a tiger, for in- 
stance, ft causes great anguish. Similarly what is there 
to wonder at if the gods feel mortified when a man, 
equivalent to many animals, gets rid of the idea that 
he is their creature, as when a householder is robbed 
of many animals? Therefore it is not liked by them, 
these gods—what?—that men should somehow know 
this truth of the identity of the self and Brahman. So 
the revered Vyasa writes in the Anugità, ‘The world 
of the gods, O Arjuna, is filled with those who perform 
rites. And the gods do not like that mortals should 
surpass them’ (Mbh. XIV. xx. 59). Hence as men 
try to save animals from being seized by tigers etc., so 
the gods seek to prevent men from attaining the knowl- 
edge of Brahman lest they should cease to be their 
objects of enjoyment. Those, however, whom they 
wish to set free, they endow with faith and the like ; 
while the opposite class they visit with lack of faith etc. 
Therefore a seeker of liberation should be devoted to 
worshipping the gods, have faith and devotion, be 
obedient (to the gods) and be alert about the attain- 
ment of knowledge or about knowledge itself. The 
mention of the dislike of the gods is an indirect hint 
at all this. 
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In the sentence, ‘The Self alone is to be meditated 
upon’ (I. iv. 7) the gist? of the scriptures has been 
put in a nutshell. In order to explain it, its relation,” 
and utility have also been stated in the eulogistic pas- 
sage, ‘They say: Men think,’ etc. (I. iv. 9). And 
that ignorance is the cause of one’s belonging to the 
relative plane has been stated in the passage, ‘While 
he who worships another god,’ etc. (I. iv. ro). There 
it has been said that an ignorant man is indebted and 
dependent like an animal, having to do duties for the 
gods etc. What is the cause of their having to do 
those duties? The different castes and orders of life. 
The following paragraphs are introduced in order to 
explain what these castes are, because of which this 
dependent man is bound to the rites connected with 
them, and transmigrates. It is to explain this in detail 
that the creation of Indra and other gods was not 
mentioned immediately after that of Fire. This last, 
however, was described to complete the picture of 
creation by Viraj. It should be understood that this 
creation of Indra and other gods also belongs to that, 
being a part of it. It is being described here only to 
indicate the reason why the ignorant man alone is 
qualified for the performance of rites. 


TM AT TAN ARAT; AA WA STU | 
TH MAT amt, adaa za aa — 
FAY TSU: AA sx: Ge wat Acyiaa wat | 
AETAT AST; ACTA: § BA aATATM- 

1 The knowledge of Brahman. | 


3 To the resulting identification with the universe, and 
so on. The relation here is that of means and end. 
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TIA CNW, AT Up oe wale; Ger ever 
amare | aera cust qumdi aft aA- 
araa safle cat tia, as od fea cai 
a Aaaa, a aia waft, an said 
féfacar i 22 n 


Ir. In the beginning this (the Ksatriya and 
other castes) was indeed Brahman,' one only. 
Being one, he did not flourish. He specially pro- 
jected an excellent form, the Ksatriya-— those who 
are Ksatriyas among the gods: Indra, Varuna, 
the moon, Rudra, Parjanya, Yama, Death, and 
Iíana. Therefore there is none higher than the 
Ksatriya. Hence the Brahmana worships the 
Ksatriya from a lower position in the Rajastya 
sacrifice. He imparts that glory to the Ksatriya. 
The Brahmana is the source of the Ksatriya. 
Therefore, although the king attains supremacy 
(in the sacrifice), at the end of it he resorts to 
the Brahmana, his source. He who slights the 
Brahmana, strikes at his own source. He 
becomes more wicked, as one is by slighting 
one’s superior. l 

In the beginning this, the Ksatriya and other 
castes, was indeed Brahman, identical with that Brah- 
man (Virāj) who after manifesting Fire assumed the 
form of that. He is called Brahman, because he 
identified himself with the Brahmana caste. One 
only : Then there was no differentiation into other 


1 Virāj in the form Fire, who was a Brahmana. 
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castes such as the Ksatriya. Being one, i.e. without 
any protector etc. such as the Ksatriya, he did not 
flourish, i.e. could not do his work ‘properly. Hence 
he, Viraj, thinking, ‘I am a Brahmana, and these 
are my duties,’ in order to create duties pertaining 
to a Brahmana by birth—to glorify himself as a 
performer of rites—specially, pre-eminently, projected 
an excellent form. What is that? The caste called 
Ksatriya. This is being pointed out by a reference to 
its individuals. Those who are well known in the 
world as Ksatriyas among the gods. The plural is 
used (in ‘Ksatriyas’), as in grammar a word denoting 
a caste may be optionally in the plural.! Or because 
there are many individuals in a caste, the difference is 
figuratively transferred to the group. Who are they? 
This the text answers by menticning particularly the 
anointed ones: Indra, the King of gods ; Varuna, of 
the aquatic animals ; the moon, of the Brahmanas ; 
Rudra, of the beasts; Parjanya, of lightning etc.; 
Yama, of the Manes; Death, of disease etc.; and 
IsSana, of luminaries. These are some of the Ksatriyas, 
among the gods. It should be understood that after 
them the human Ksatriyas, Purüravas and others 
belonging to the Lunar and Solar dynasties, presided 
over by the Ksatriya gods, Indra and the rest, were 
also created. For the creation of the gods is men- 
tioned for this very purpose. Because Viraj created 
the Ksatriyas with some special eminence attached to 
them, therefore there is none higher than the Ksatriya, 
who is the controller of the Brahmana caste even. 


1See Panini I. ii. 58. 
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Hence the Brahmana, although he is the source of him, 
worships the Ksatriya, who has a higher seat, from a 
lower position. Where? In the Ráàjasuya sacrifice. 
He imparts that glory or fame which belongs to him, 
viz. the title of Brahman, to the Ksatrtya. That is to 
say, when the king, anointed for the Rājasūya sacri- 
fice, addresses the priest from his chair as ‘Brahman,’ 
the latter replies to him, ‘You, O King, are Brahman.’ 
This is referred to in the sentence, 'He imparts that 
glory to the Ksatriya.’ The Brahmana, who is the 
topic under consideration, is indeed the source of the 
Ksatriya. Therefore, although the king attains supre- 
macy, viz. the distinction of being anointed for the 
Ràjasüya sacrifice, at the end of it, when the cere- 
mony is over, he resorts to the Brahmana, his source, 
i.e. puts the priest forward. But he who, proud of 
his strength, sights or looks down upon the Brahmana, 
his own source, strikes at or destroys his own source. 
He becomes more wicked by doing this. The Ksatriya 
is already wicked on account of his cruelty, and he is 
more so by hurting his own source, as in life one is 
more wicked by slighting one's superior. 


a dq amag, a faxmerss, atari ga- 
sant wag areqera—aaar ear arfiea rA- 
ear naa fa i 22 

I2. Yet he did not flourish. He projected 
the Vai$ya—those species of gods who are 


designated in groups: The Vasus, Rudras, 
Adityas, Vi$vadevas and Maruts. 
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Yet, even after projecting the Ksatriyas, he, Viràj, 
did not flourish in his work, as before, for want of 
someone to acquire wealth. He projected the Vaisya, 
in order to acquire wealth which is the means of per- 
forming rites. Who is that Vaisya? Those species of 
gods who are designated in groups. The Vaisyas 
abound in groups, for they succeed in acquiring wealth 
mostly in combination, not singly.—The suffix in the 
word ‘Jata’ does not change the meaning.—_The Vasus, 
a group of eight; similarly the eleven Rwdras, the 
twelve Adityas, the thirteen Visvadevas, sons of Vi$và, 
or the word may mean ‘all the gods,’ and the forty-nine 
Maruts, in seven groups. 


a aa STIS, a mig’ wumusep quum , wu 
q qur, ed did ad gah afag fata n 23 N 

13. He did not still flourish. He projected 
the Südra caste—Püsan. This (earth) is Püsan. 
For it nourishes all this that exists. 

For want of a servant he did not still flourish. He 
projected the Sudra caste. In the word 'Saudra' there 
is a lengthening of the vowel without any change of 
meaning. What was this Siidra caste that was pro- 
jected? Piisan, he who nourishes. Who is this 
Püsan? He is being particularly pointed out: This 
earth ts Pusan. The Sruti itself gives the derivation: 
For it nourishes all this that exists. 


@ dq anaa, TESTATA wa; dU 
RAE urb uam, aenant erf, ety aR- 
ura adtaiqaiadt adus, «ur ug. dp a a 
wa: wet faq, dem ued wqemmp, wd 
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aià, at at qued aot eter, aeai 
areata n RL N 


I4. Yet he did not flourish. He specially pro- 
jected that excellent form, righteousness (Dhar- 
ma). This righteousness is the controller of the 
Kşatriya. Therefore there is nothing higher 
than that. (So) even a weak man hopes (to 
defeat) a stronger man through righteousness, as 
(one contending) with the king.? That righteous- 
ness is verily truth. Therefore they say about a 
person speaking of truth, ' He speaks of right- 
eousness,’ or about a person speaking of right- 
eousness, ‘He speaks of truth,’ for both these 
are but righteousness. 


Yet, even after projecting the four castes, he did 
not flourish, fearing that the Ksatriya, being fierce, 
might be unruly. He specially projected that excellent 
form. What is it? Righteousness. This nghteousness, 
the projected excellent form, ts the controller of even 
the Ksatriya, fiercer than that fierce race even. ‘Yat’ 
should be changed into ‘Yah.’ Therefore, since it is the 
controller of even the Ksatriya, there is nothing higher 
than that, for it controls all. The text proceeds to 
explain how it is: So even a weak man hopes to 
defeat a stronger man than himself through the strength 
of righteousness, as in life a householder contending 


1 Meaning an action approved by the scriptures. In 
II. v. rz ‘Dharma’ means the unseen result of such action 
(Apürva). 

? The more obvious meaning, as given in the Varttika, 
is: ‘As (one does) through the king.' 
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even with the king, who is the most powerful of all. 
Therefore it goes without saying that righteousness, 
being stronger than everything else, is the controller 
of all. That righteousness, which is expressed as con- 
duct, being practised by people, is verily truth. ‘Truth’ 
is the fact of being in accordance with the scriptures. 
The same thing, when it is practised, is called righteous- 
ness, and when it is understood to be in accordance 
with the scriptures, is truth. Since it is so, therefore 
bystanders knowing the difference between them say 
about a person speaking of truth, i.e. what is in accord- 
ance with the scriptures, in dealing with another, ‘He 
speaks of righteousness,’ or well known conventional 
propriety. Conversely also, about a person speaking 
of righteousness or conventional conduct, they say, 
“He speaks of truth,’ or what is in accordance with 
the scriptures. For both these that have been de- 
scribed, that which is known and that which is prac- 
tised, are but righteousness. Therefore that rightecus- 
ness in its double aspect of knowledge and practice 
controls all, those that know the scriptures as well as 
those that do not. Therefore it is the ‘controller of the 
Ksatriya. Hence an ignorant man identified with 
righteousness, in order to practise its particular forms, 
identifies himself with one or other of the castes, 
Brahmana, Ksatriya, Vaisya or Südra, which is the 
pre-condition of that practice ; and these are naturally 
the means that qualify one for the performance of 
rites. 


agaga ert faz ga: ; quf Fay SUTWU; 
sen eg, ator afd, att xm, pur 
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We: ; denm ag chiese, Tem agg, 
carat fü «qnot serra! CUI dT E aT AN- 
Eereed orange Sf, a umalaigat a yas, 
mar dT aman, sagt nhu. alee T 
aali Amg aa qur, duree ele 
Ta; wea Sga; A A arcade 
SHYT, T ETT HA kf  senreüdrudt 
UTEHAAA ARITA N 2% tl 


15. (So) these (four castes were projected)— 
the Brahmana, Ksatriya, Vai$ya and Sidra. 
He became a Brahmana among the gods as Fire, 
and among men as the Brahmana. (He became) 
a Ksatriya through the (divine) Ksatriyas, a 
Vai$ya through the (divine) Vaisyas and a Siidra 
through the (divine) Sidra. Therefore people 
desire to attain the results of their rites among 
the gods through fire, and among men as the 
Brahmana. For Brahman was in these two 
forms. If, however, anybody departs from this 
world without realising his own world (the Self), 
It, being unknown, does not protect him—as the 
Vedas not studied, or any other work not under- 
taken (do not). Even if a man who does not 
know It as such performs a great many meri- 
torious acts in the world, those acts of his are 
surely exhausted in the end. One should 
meditate only upon the world of the Self. He 
who meditates only upon the world called the 
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Self never has his work exhausted. From this 
very Self he projects whatever he wants. 

(So) these four castes were projected—the Brah- 
mana, Ksatriya, Vaisya and Sidra. They are repeated 
here together in order to introduce what follows. He, 
Brahman, the Projector (Viraj), became a Brahmana 
among the gods as Fire, and in no other form, and 
became a Brahmana among men as the Brahmana, 
directly. In the other castes he appeared in a 
changed form!: (He bceame) a Ksatriya through the 
(divine) Ksatriyas, i.e. being presided over by Indra 
and other gods ; a Vaisya through the (divine) Vaisyas? 
and a Sidra through the (divine) Sidra.* Because 
Brahman, the Projector, was changed in the Ksatriya 
‘and other castes, and was unchanged in Fire and the 
Brahmana, therefore people desire to attain the results 
of their rites among the gods through fire, i.e. by per- 
forming rites connected with it. It is for this purpose 
that Brahman abides in the form of fire, which is the 
receptacle in which sacrificial rites are performed. 
Therefore it stands to reason that people wish to attain 
results by performing those rites in the fire. And 
among men as the Brahmana: If they want human 
results, there is no need for rites depending on fire etc., 
but simply by being born as a Brahmana they attain 
their life’s ends. And it is only when they desire to 
attain results that depend on the gods, that they have 
to resort to rites connected with fire. The Smrti, too, 
says, “But a Brahmana may undoubtedly attain per- 


1 That is, having first become Fire and the Brahmana. 
2 Presided over by the Vasus etc. 
3 Presided over by Püsan. 
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fection through the repetition of sacred formule,* 
whether he does other rites (connected with fire) or 
not. A Brahmana is one who is friendly to all’ 
(M. II. 87). Also because the monastic life is open to 
him only. Therefore people seek to attain the results 
of their rites, so far as they belong to the human plane, 
by attaining Brahmanahood. For Brahman, the 
Projector, was directly in these two forms, the Brah- 
mana and fire, that are respectively the agent and the 
receptacle of the rites. 


Some? explain the passage differently, saying that 
people wish to realise the world of the Supreme Self 
by means of fire and the Brahmana.? This is wrong, 
for the division of castes has been introduced in order 
to defend the undertaking of rites by people who are 
under ignorance, and a specification also follows. If 
the word ‘world’ here refers to the Supreme Self, the 
specification that follows, viz. 'Without realising one's 
own world (the Self), would be meaningless. If the 
world in question that is prayed for as being dependent 
on fire, is any other world but the Self, then only the 
specification by the word 'own' would be consistent as 
refuting that extraneous world. The world that is the 
Self is always denoted by the words ‘one’s own,’ while 
those that are created by ignorance can never be ‘one’s 
own.' That the worlds attained through rites are not 


1 This is suggestive also of the duties belonging to his 
caste. 

2 Bhartrprapafica is meant. 

* By offering oblations and presents respectively. 
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‘one’s own’ is stated by the words, ‘(Those acts); are 
surely exhausted.’ 

One may object: Brahman projected the four 
castes for the sake of ritualistic work. And that work, 
called righteousness, being obligatory on all, controls all 
and helps them to achieve their life’s ends. Therefore, 
if by that work one attains one’s own world called the 
Supreme Self, although It may be unknown, what is 
the good of setting It up as the goal? This is being 
answered: ‘If, however,—the word ‘however’ refutes 
the prima facie view—anybody, owing to identification 
with the rites depending on fire, or with the duties 
belonging to the Brahmana caste, departs or dies from 
this transmigratory, adventitious and extraneous world 
consisting of the taking up of a body and caused by 
ignorance, desire and work, without realising his own 
world called the Self—because It is always one’s own 
Self—as, ‘I am Brahman,’ Jt—although It is his own 
world, yet—being unknown, obstructed by ignorance 
and therefore virtually becoming extraneous to one- 
self, does not protect him by removing his evils such 
as grief, delusion and fear—as the man in the story! 
(the conventional ‘self’) fails to protect himself for not 
knowing that he is the missing tenth man. As the 
Vedas not studied do not protect a man by enlightening 
him on the rites etc., or any other, secular, work, e.g. 
agriculture, not undertaken, not manifested in its own 
form, does not protect anybody. by bestowing its 
results, similarly the Supreme Self, although It is one's 
own world, on account of not being manifested in Its 


1 See footnote on p. 121. 
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own form as the eternal Self, does not protect one by 
destroying one's ignorance etc. 

Objection: What is the good of seeking protec- 
tion through the realisation of one's own world, the 
Self? Since the rites are sure to produce results, and 
there are a great many rites conducive to beneficent 
results, the protection that they will afford will be 
everlasting. 

Reply : Not so, for anything made is perishable. 
This is- being stated: Even if a man, a wonderful 
genius, who does not know It, his own world, the Self, 
as such, in the manner described above, continuously 
performs a great many meritorious acis such as the 
horse sacrifice, producing only beneficent results, in the 
world, with the idea that through those alone he will 
attain eternity, those acts of his, of this ignorant man, 
being due to desire created by ignorance, ave surely 
exhausted in the end, when he has enjoyed their fruits, 
like the splendour arising from the fantasy of a dream. 
They are bound to be perishable, for their causes, 
ignorance and desire, are unstable. Hence there is no 
hope whatsoever that the protection afforded by the 
results of meritorious acts will be eternal. Therefore 
one should meditate only upon the world of the Self, 
one’s own world. The word ‘Self’ is here used in an 
identical sense with the last words, for ‘one’s own 
world’ is the topic, and here the words ‘one’s own’ 
are omitted. He who meditates only upon the world 
of the Self—what' happens to him?—wnever has his 
work exhausted, simply because he has no work. This 
is a restatement of an eternal fact. That is to say, an 
ignorant man continuously suffers from the misery of 
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transmigration by way of exhaustion of the results of 
his work. Not so this sage. As Emperor Janaka 
said, 'If Mithilà is ablaze, nothing of mine is burning' 
(Mbh. XII. clxxvi. 56). 

Some say that the ritualistic work itself of a sage 
who meditates upon the world of his own Self never 
decays, because of its combination with meditation. 
And they interpret the word ‘world’ as inseparably 
connected with rites in a double aspect: One is the 
manifested world called Hiranyagarbha, which is the 
repository of ritualistic work, and he who meditates 
upon this manifested, limited world connected with 
ritualistic work has his work exhausted, for he identi- 
fies himself with the result of limited work. But he 
who meditates upon that very world connected with 
work by reducing it to its causal form, the undiffer- 
entiated state, does not have his work exhausted, as 
he identifies himself with the result of unlimited work. 
This is a nice conceit, but not according to the Sruti, 
for the words 'one's own world' refer to the Supreme 
Self which is under consideration. Also, after intro- 
ducing It in the words 'one's own world' the text 
again refers to It by dropping the qualifying phrase 
‘one’s own’ and using the word ‘Self’ in the sentence, 
‘One should meditate only upon the world of the Self.’ 
So there is no scope for conceiving a world connected 
with ritualistic work. Another reason for this is the 
qualification further on by words signifying pure 
knowledge, ‘What shall we achieve through children, 
we who have attained this Self, this world (result)?' 
(IV. iv. 22). The words ‘this Self our world’? mark 


! A paraphrase of a portion of the previous sentence. 
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It off from the worlds attainable through a son, ritual- 
istic work and lower knowledge (meditation). Also, 
‘His world is not destroyed by any kind of work’ 
(Kau. III. 1), and ‘This is its highest world’ (IV. iti. 
32). The passage in question ought to have the same 
import as those just quoted, with the qualifying words. 
For here also we find the specification ‘one’s own 
world.’ 

Objection: You are wrong, for the sage desires 
objects through this. That is to say, if 'one's own 
world' is the Supreme Self, then by meditating upon 
It one will become That. In that case it is not proper 
to mention results apart from the attainment of the 
Self, as in the passage, 'From this (very) Self he pro- 
jects whatever he wants' (this text). 

Reply : Not so, for the passage extols medita- 
tion on the world of the Self. The meaning is that the 
world of the Self alone stands for all that is desirable 
to him, for he has nothing else but It to ask for, since 
he has already attained all his objects. Just as another 
Sruti puts it, ‘From the Self is the vital force, from 
the Self is hope' (Ch. VII. xxvi. 1). Or the passage 
may indicate that he is identified with all, as before 
(I. iv. xo). If he becomes one with the Supreme Self, 
then only it is proper to use the word ‘Self’ in the 
phrase ‘from this very Self,’ meaning, ‘from one's 
own world, the Self,’ which is the topic. Otherwise 
the text would have specified it by saying, ‘From the 
world of work in an undifferentiated state,' to dis- 
tinguish it from the world of the Supreme Self as well 
as from work in a manifested state. But since the 
Supreme Self has already been introduced (as 'one's 
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own world’) and been subsequently specified (by the 
word ‘Self’), you cannot assume an intermediate state 
not mentioned in the Sruti. 


It has been said that an ignorant man identifying 
himself with his caste, order of life, and so on, and 
being controlled by righteousness, thinks he has certain 
duties to the gods and others and is dependent on them 
like an animal. Now what are those duties that make 
him so dependent, and who are the gods and others 
whom he serves through his actions like an animal? 
To answer this the text deals with both at length: 


ad ad at sacar gaat Wart Zn. a 
aged, waste, tt Raat Se: ; ser quud 
at atten, aa crfeqquut fora, aa, 
at fig; ser ager, ivi 
urat, Bar EATON ; ste geqgoreguhast feat, 
at Taya ; pen uw sam gute fqdtíosnrer 
suafa, aa aat ate: ; quate C Ur ARTA- 
filefresa , ud Rafat catia yaran a , 
eat aiaa Rataan ti g i 


16. Now this self (the ignorant man) is an 
object of enjoyment to all beings. That he makes 
oblations in the fire and performs sacrifices is 
how he becomes such an object to the gods. 
That he studies the Vedas is how he becomes an 
object of enjoyment to the Rsis (sages). That 
he makes offerings to the Manes and desires 
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children is how he becomes such an object to 
the Manes. That he gives shelter to men as well 
as food is how he becomes an object of enjoy- 
ment to men. That he gives fodder and water 
to the animals is how he becomes such an object 
to them. And that beasts and birds, and even 
the ants, feed in his home is how he becomes an 
object of enjoyment to these. Just as one wishes 
safety to one's body, so do all beings wish safety 
to him who knows it as such. This indeed has 
been known, and discussed. 


Now—this word is introductory—ihts self, the 
householder qualified for rites, who is the subject 
under consideration, and who being ignorant identifies 
himself with this microcosm consisting of the body, 
organs, and so on, is an object of enjoyment to all 
beings, from the gods down to the ants, being helpful 
to them through the performance of the duties of their 
caste, order of life, etc. Now, through what particular 
duties do they help each particular class, for which 
they are called the objects of enjoyment to them, and 
what are these particular classes? This is being 
answered: That he, this householder, makes oblations 
in the fire and performs sacrifices, etc. The latter is 
dedicating some of his things to the gods, and the 
former is finally offering them in the fire. By this two- 
fold imperative duty he is tied to the gods, being 
dependent on them like animals. Hence he is their 
object of enjoyment. That he studies the Vedas daily 
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is how he becomes an object of enjoyment to the Rsts. 
That he makes offerings to the Manes, of cakes, water, 
etc., and desires children, tries to obtain them—‘desire’ 
here includes the having of them i.e. raises children, 
is how he becomes such an object to the Manes. 
Through this bounden duty he is subservient to the 
Manes as an object of enjoyment. That he gives 
shelter to men in his house by giving them a place to 
sit on, water for washing, and so on, as well as food 
to these people who stay, or to others who do not stay, 
but ask for food, is how he becomes an object of enjoy- 
ment to men. That he gives fodder and water to the 
animals is how he becomes such an object to them. 
And that beasts and birds, and even the ants, feed in 
his home on the crumbs, the offerings made to them, 
washings of utensils, etc. ss how he becomes an object 
of enjoyment to these. 


Because he helps the gods and others by so many 
services, therefore just as one wishes safety, non- 
destruction, continuity of the idea of possession, to 
one’s body, maintains it in all respects by nourishing 
and protecting it lest one should lose one’s hold on it, 
so do all beings, the gods and the rest described above, 
wish safety, non-destruction, to him who knows tt as 
such, who thinks that he is an object of enjoyment to 
all beings, and that he must discharge his obligations 
like a debtor as above. That is, they protect him in 
all respects to safeguard their rights on him, as a 
householder does his animals. It has been said, 
"Therefore it is not liked by them,’ etc. (I. iv. ro). 
This, that the above-mentioned duties must be dis- 
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charged like debts, indeed has been known from the 
section dealing with the five! great sacrifices (S. I. vii. 
2. 6), and discussed in the section on the sacrificial 
offerings (S. I. vii. 2. 1). 


If by knowing Brahman he gets rid of that bond- 
age of duty which makes him an animal, as it were, 
under what compulsion does he take up the bondage 
of ritualistic work as if he were helpless, and not the 
pursuit of knowledge which is the means of freedom 
from that? 


Objection : Has it not been said that the gods 
guard him? 


Reply : Yes, but they too guard only those who, 
being qualified for rites, are under their authority. 
Otherwise this would be attaining the results of actions 
not done and forfeiting those of actions actually done. 
But they do not guard any and every man not partic- 
ularly qualified for rites. Therefore there must be 
something, goaded by which a man becomes averse to 
one's own world, the Self, as if he were helpless. 


Objection : Is it not ignorance, for only an ignor- 
ant man becomes averse to his own self and engages 
in activity ? 


Reply : That is not the motive power either, for 
it merely conceals the true nature of a thing. But it 
indirectly becomes the root of initiating action, just as 
blindness is the cause of one's falling into a a pit etc. 


1 Viz. those meant for the gods, the Rsis, the Manes, men 
and animals. They have been described in the text. 
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Objection : Well then, say what is the cause of 
a man's activity. 

Reply : That is being stated here—it is desire. 
As the Katha Upanisad (II. 5) says that fools, being 
under ignorance which is natural to man, are outgoing 
in their tendencies and pursue objects of desire. And 
the Smrti also says, ‘It is desire, it is anger,’! etc. 
(G. III. 37). And the Manu Samhita (II. 4) also 
describes all activity as being due to desire. This 
import is being elaborated here up to the end of the 
chapter : 


aren us, reus Fz 
CUT, wp sata; spp fad B ear, aa wa 
SR; waar d sar, Isama at Reda ; 
cedar watd—strat AR xum aw 
waa; aa fad A enq, a aa euis, 
«t AATAATARH TIALS, aca uu AIA ; 
Te ACHAT —AA WATEAICAT, AMAA, ATT: AAT, 
aqaigt furem, maw fe afeaa, sti gan, 
stan fe aesonfe ; rere: ur, arent f A 
Ue 5 IT TT TAT qu, TSH: IY, TER: Few, 
meai at afd fea; aR enu a cd 
Wa p tog eter err sequ, N 


I7. This (aggregate of desirable objects) was 
but the self in the beginning—the only entity. 
1 Which is desire thwarted. 
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He desired, ‘Let me have a wife, so that I may 
be born (as the child). And let me have wealth, 
so that I may perform rites.’ This much indeed 
is (the range of) desire. Even if one wishes, one 
cannot get more than this. Therefore to this 
day a man being single desires, “Let me have a 
wife, so that I may be born. And let me have 
wealth, so that I may perform rites.' Until he 
obtains each one of these, he considers himself in- 
complete. His completeness also (comes thus): 
The mind is his self, speech his wife, the vital 
force his child, the eye his human wealth, for he 
obtains it through the eye, the ear his divine 
wealth, for he hears of it through the ear, and 
the body is its (instrument of) rite, for he per- 
forms rites through the body. (So) this sacrifice 
has five factors—the animals have five factors, 
the men have five factors, and all this that exists 
has five factors. He who knows it as such 
attains all this. 


This was but the self in the beginning, before 
marriage. ‘Self’ here means a natural, ignorant man 
of the upper three castes identified with the body .and 
organs (i.e. a student), There was nothing different 
from that self that could be desired, such as a wife, 
and the self was the only entity in existence, possessed 
of ignorance which is the root of the desire for a wife 
and so forth. Being tinged by the impressions of 
ignorance that are natural to one and consist in a 
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superimposition on the Self of ideas of action, its 
factors such as the agent, and its results, he desired. 
How? Let me, the agent, have a wife who will qualify 
me for the, rites. Without her I am not qualified for 
them. Hence let me have a wife, to confer on me this 
right. So that I myself may be born, as the child. 
And let me have wealth such as cattle, which are the 
means of performing the rites, so that I may perform 
rites! that will give me prosperity and liberation, in 
order that I may perform rites that will wipe out my 
indebtedness and help me to attain the worlds of the 
gods and others, as well as rites that have material 
ends, such as those leading to the birth of a son, 
wealth and heaven. This much indeed, i.e. limited to 
these things only, ts desire. Desirable objects are only 
these—the things comprised by the desire for means, 
viz. wife, son, wealth and rites. The three worlds, 
viz. those of men, the Manes and the gods, are but the 
results of the above. For the desire for means, viz. 
wife, son, wealth and rites, is for securing these. 
Therefore the desire for the worlds is the same as the 
previous one. That one and the same desire assumes 
a twofold aspect according to ends and means. Hence 
it will be asserted later on, ‘For both these are but 
desires’ (III. v. xr ; IV. iv. 22). 

Since all undertakings are for the sake of results, 
the desire for the worlds, being implied by the former 
desire, is taken as mentioned ; hence the assertion, 
“This much indeed is desire.’ When eating has been 
mentioned, the resulting satisfaction has not to be 
separately mentioned, for eating is meant for that. 


1 The regular and occasional rites. 
13 
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These two hankerings after the ends and means are the 
desire, prompted by which an ignorant man helplessly 
enmeshes himself like a silkworm, and through absorp- 
tion in the path of rituals becomes outgoing in his 
tendencies and does not know his own world, the Self. 
As the Taittiriya Brahmana says, ‘Being infatuated 
with rites performed with the help of fire, and choked 
by smoke, they do not know their own world, the Self 
(III. x. xr. 1. One may ask, how are desires 
asserted to be so many, for they are infinite? This is 
being explained: Because even if ong wishes, one 
cannot get more than this, which consists of the results 
and means. There is nothing in life besides these 
results and means, either visible or invisible, that can 
be acquired. Desire is concerning things to be acquired, 
and since these extend no farther than the above, it is 
but proper to say, ‘This much indeed is desire.’ The 
idea is this: Desire consists of the two hankerings after 
the ends and means, visible or invisible, which are the 
special sphere of an ignorant man. Hence the wise 
man should renounce them. 

In ancient times an ignorant man possessed of 
desire wished like this, and others before him had also 
done the same. Such is the way of the world. This 
creation of Viraj has been like this. It has been said 
that he was afraid on account of his ignorance ; then, 
prompted by desire, he was unhappy in being alone, 
and to remove that boredom he wished for a wife ; and 
he was united with her, which led to this creation. 
Because it was like this, therefore to this day, in his 
creation, a man being single, before marriage, desires, 
"Let me have a wife, so that I may be born, And let 
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me have wealth, so that I may perform rites.’ This 
has already been explained. Desiring like this and 
trying to secure a wife and so forth, until he obtains 
each one of these, the wife and the rest, he considers 
himself incomplete. As a corollary to this, we under- 
stand that he is complete when he secures all of these 
things. But when he fails to attain this completeness, 
the Sruti suggests a method to bring this about: His 
completeness, the completeness of this man who con- 
siders himself incomplete, is this—comes about in this 
way. How? This body with organs etc. is being 
divided. Since the rest of them follow the mind, it, 
being their chief, is like the self, hence it is his self. 
As the head of a family is the self, as it were, of the 
wife and the rest,! for these four follow him, so here 
also the mind is conceived of as the self of this man 
for his completeness. Similarly speech is his wife, for 
speech follows the mind as a wife does her husband. 
‘Speech’ here means words conveying an injunction or 
prohibition, which the mind receives through the ear, 
understands and uses. Hence speech is like a wife to 
the mind. These, speech and mind, standing for wife 
and husband, produce the vital force for performing 
rites. Hence the vital force is like a child. 


These rites, which represent the activity of the 
vital force etc., are performed with the help of wealth 
that is visible to the eye. Hence the eye is human 
wealth. Wealth is of two kinds, human and other than 
human ; hence the qualifying word ‘human’ to keep 
out the other kind. Human wealth such as cattle, 


3 Son, human wealth and divine wealth. 
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which is used in ceremonies, is seen by the eye. Hence 
the eye stands for it. Because of this relationship with 
it, the eye is called human wealth. For he obtains it, 
the human wealth, through the eye, i.e. sees cows etc. 
What is the other kind of wealth? The ear is divine 
wealth, for since meditation is concerning the gods, it 
is called divine wealth, and here the ear corresponds 
to that. How? For he hears of tt, the divine wealth, 
or meditation, through the ear. Hence, meditation 
being dependent on the ear, the latter is called divine 
wealth. Now in this matter of resemblances what is 
the rite that is performed by these beginning with the 
self and ending with wealth? This is being answered: 
The body is his rite. ‘Atman’ (self) here means the 
body. How does the body stand for the rite? Because 
it is the cause of the rite. How? For he performs 
rites through the body. For the man who considers 
himself incomplete, completeness can be attained in 
this way through imagination, just as externally it can 
be brought about by having a wife and so on. There- 
fore this sacrifice has five factors, and is accomplished 
only through meditation even by one who does not 
perform rites. But how can it be called a sacrifice by 
being merely conceived as having five factors? Be- 
cause the external sacrifice too is performed through 
animals and men, and both these have five factors, 
being connected with the five things described above, 
such as the mind. This is expressed by the text: The 
animals such as cows, have five factors, and the men 
have five factors. Although men also are animals, yet 
being qualified for rites, they are distinguished from 
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the others, hence they are separately mentioned. In 
short, all this, the means and the results of rites, that 
exists has five factors. He who knows it as such, 
imagines himself to be the sacrifice consisting of five 
factors, attains all this universe as his own self. 


SECTION V 


aeaaratta teat aerea | 

CHAT AMI, È SATTATHAA Il 
AARSE, WPA TH TAIL | 
airaa taAa eer errforfet eret t il 
mear a adtarearserararfer exeat | 
a amfa Aa etse ohh ui 


a tarafarsata, a siga u 
qfa ater: qp R N 


I. That the father produced seven kinds of 
food through meditation and rites (I shall dis- 
close). One is common to all eaters. Two he 
apportioned to the gods. Three he designed for 
himself. And one he gave to the animals. On 
it rests everything—what lives and what does 
not. Why are they not exhausted, although 
they are always being eaten? He who knows 
this cause of their permanence eats food with 
Pratika (pre-eminence). He attains (identity 
with) the gods and lives on nectar. These are 
the verses. 

Ignorance has been discussed. It has been said 
in that connection that an ignorant man worships 
another god, thinking he is different from himself, and 
that prompted by desire, he, identifying himself with 
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a particular caste and order of life and being regulated 
by a sense of duty, performs rites such as making 
offerings in the fire, which help the gods and others 
and make him an object of enjoyment to them. And 
as all beings by their rites individually projected him 
as their object of enjoyment, so did he by his perform- 
ance of rites with five factors, such as making offerings 
in the fire, project all beings as well as the whole 
universe as his objects of enjoyment. Thus everyone 
according to his meditation and rites is both the 
enjoyer and the object of enjoyment of the whole 
universe. That is to say, everyone is alternately the 
cause as well as the effect of everyone else.! This we 
shall describe in the section on knowledge, the medita- 
tion on things mutually helpful (II. v.), showing, as a 
step to the realisation of the unity of the self, how 
everything is the effect of everything else and helpful 
to it. The universe which the ignorant man in ques- 
tion projected as his object of enjoyment through his 
meditation and rites with material ends having five 
factors, such as making offerings in the fire, being 
divided in its entirety into seven parts as causes and 
effects, is called the seven kinds of food, being an 
object of enjoyment. Hence he is the father of these 
different kinds of food. These are the verses, Mantras 
describing in brief these varieties of food together with 
.their uses, and are called Slokas for that reason. 


1 Not Hiranyagarbha alone, but every being in a partic- 
ular cycle who performs meditation and rites according to 
the scriptures, is here spoken of as the father of all in th 
next cycle. l 
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‘geaarata Raat agarsafear’ ef xr 
fe aqarsaafeqar) ‘apnea urumuup eitae- 
area acaranuana sears | a a agit wu 
qa eura, fet dad (E Warum ela 
gris mp a, mem get a a gee aT 

agiia | ARANJAR: Sara | quu 
ue case’ eft aca: | wit eae Agu 
qaaa ; aena gar ara ga s qui ufa- 
szafa, ci agaaa ; a Ae SITHTEC- 
ama xí ‘afer ad slated ae fafa oe 
av gà qafa a axed afafa over suff et a | 
aalante:, Gacat quer FETT gaiei sraeftfet, 
Tan fiumi; qued gets ques quu peser 
eta fazra, aa fü area sarel saasla RER- 
erar a AA saar aazr fa gent ar et aet: 
a diane ga: galaa A serae qu? xf 
gen ur etur, a daad fur fr saa 
Rie; aaa gaia m. rsen adie’ 
gla qa odie, yaaa “a atara, a 
sagak aa sar ul 


2. ‘ That the father produced seven kinds of 
food through meditation and rites’ means that 
the father indeed produced them through medita- 
tion and rites. ‘One is common to all eaters’ 
means, this food that is eaten is the common food 
of all eaters. He who adores (monopolises) 
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this food is never free from evil, for this is 
general food. ‘Two he apportioned to the gods’ 
means making oblations in the fire, and offer- 
ing presents otherwise to the gods. Therefore 
people perform both these. Some, however, say, 
those two are the new and full moon sacrifices. 
Therefore one should not be engrossed with 
sacrifices for material ends. ‘One he gave to 
the animals '—it is milk. For men and animals 
first live on milk alone. Therefore they first 
make a new-born babe lick clarified butter or 
suckle it. And they speak of a new-born calf as 
not yet eating grass. ‘On it rests everything— 
what lives and what does not' means that on 
milk indeed rests all this that lives and that does 
not. It is said that by making offerings of milk 
in the fire for a year one conquers further death. 
One should not think like that. He who knows 
as above conquers further death the very day 
he makes that offering, for he offers all eatable 
food to the gods. ‘ Why are they not exhausted, 
although they are always being eaten ?’—means 
that the being (eater) is indeed the cause of their 
permanence, for he produces this food again and 
again. 'He who knows this cause of their 
permanence' means that the being (eater) is 
indeed the cause of their permanence, for he 
produces this food through his meditation for the 
time being and rites. If he does not do this, it 
will be exhausted. ‘He eats food with Pratika' :: 
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‘Pratika’ means pre-eminence; hence the mean- 
ing is, pre-eminently. ‘ He attains the gods and 
lives on nectar’ is a eulogy. 


That the father produced seven kinds of food 
through meditation and rites: ‘Yat’ (that) is an 
adverb modifying the verb ‘produced.’ The words 
‘Medha’ and ‘Tapas’ here mean meditation and rites 
respectively, for these are the topic, and the ordinary 
meanings of the words ‘Medha’ and ‘Tapas’ (intelli- 
gence and austerity) are out of place. For rites with 
five factors, viz. the wife and so forth, were described, 
and just after that, meditation, referred to by the 
words, ‘He who knows it as such,’ etc. (I. iv. 17). 
Therefore the familiar meanings of the two words 
'Medhà' and ‘Tapas’ must not be supposed here. 
Hence the meaning of the sentence is: ‘The seven 
kinds of food which the father produced through his 
meditation and rites, I shall disclose.’ The last words 
should be supplied to complete the sentence. In the 
Vedas the meaning of the Mantras, being hidden, is 
generally difficult to understand, hence the Brahmana! 
(this text) proceeds to explain them. Now what is the 
meaning of ‘That the father produced seven kinds of 
food through meditation and rites’? This is being 
answered. The text explains the sentence only by the 
use of the particle ‘hi’ (indeed) signifying a well-known 
fact. That is to say, the meaning of this Mantra is 


1A portion of the Vedas explaining the Mantras. ane 
Vedas consist of Mantras and Brahmanas. 
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well known. The words of the Mantra, 'That the 
father produced,' being of the form of a restatement, 
it also refers to something well known. Hence the 
Brahmana boldly says: The father indeed produced 
them through meditation and rites. 


Objection : How is this meaning well known? 


Reply : In the first place it is evident that the 
ignorant man is the father of the means, beginning 
with the wife and ending with the rites, whereby the 
worlds are achieved as the result, and it has also been 
stated in the passage, ‘Let me have a wife,’ etc. 
(I. iv. 17). There it has been said that meditation, 
which is divine wealth, rites and a son are the means 
whereby the father projects the worlds which are the 
results. And what will be stated later on (I. v. 16) is 
also well known. Hence it is right to say, ‘The father 
indeed produced them through meditation and rites.’ 
Moreover, it is well known in life that desire is concern- 
ing results. And the wife and so forth have been 
stated to be objects of desire in the passage, “This 
much indeed is desire’ (I. iv. 17). There can be no 
desire in the subject-matter of the knowledge of 
Brahman (liberation), for it is the oneness of every- 
thing. Hence it is implied that one's natural! thoughts 
and actions, which are not according to the scriptures, 
of course lead to a projection of the relative universe 
(not liberation). This is also proved by the fact that 
the evil results ending in identity with stationary 


l'That is, prompted by desire, which is the product ot 
ignorance. 
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objects, are due to such thoughts and actions. But 
the text seeks to bring out that relation of end and 
means among objects which is according to the scrip- 
tures,! for it is sought to inculcate an aversion to them 
with a view to enjoining the knowledge of Brahman. 
For since this entire gross and subtle universe is im- 
pure, transitory, consisting of ends and means, painful 
and within the category of ignorance, one gets dis- 
gusted with it, and for such a one the knowledge of 
Brahman has to be introduced. 

Now the different uses of the varieties of food are 
being stated: One is common to all eaters, is the 
wording of the Mantra. Its explanation is given by 
the words: This food is the common food of all 
eaters. What is it? This that is eaten by all beings 
daily. The father, after producing the different kinds 
of food, designed this to be the common food of all 
eaters. He who adores or is devoted to this common 
food, which being eaten sustains the life of all living 
beings—adoration, as we see in life, means devotion, 
as when we say, ‘One adores a teacher,’ ‘One adores 
a king,’ etc.; hence the meaning is: who is chiefly 
concerned with enjoying food to prolong his existence, 
instead of performing rites to store (good) unseen 
results—such a man is never free from evil. Compare 
the Vedic Mantra, ‘(If an ignorant man) obtains food 
that is useless (to the gods, it is veritably his death)’ 
(R. X. cxvii. 6). And the Smrtis, ‘One must not 
cook only for oneself’? (Mbh. XII. ccxlix. 5), ‘He who 
eats without offering to the gods is a thief’ (G. III. 12), 


! The other kind being left out of account as being 
palpably injurious. 


1.5.2] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 205 


‘The killer of a noble Bráhmana! wipes (his sin) in the 
man who eats his food,’ and so on (M. VIII. 317). 
Why is he not free from evil? For this food which is 
eaten by all beings is general food, the common property 
of all. And just because it is the food of all, any 
morsel that is put into the mouth is seen to be painful 
to others, for everyone eagerly expects that it will be 
his. Therefore it is impossible even to eat without 
causing pain to others. The Smrti too says, 'Since 
the sins of men (abide in food, it is a greater sin not 
to share it with others).' 


Some say that it refers to the food called Vaisva- 
deva, which is daily offered (in the fire) by house- 
holders for the beasts etc. This is wrong, for this 
particular food is not observed to be common to all 
eaters like that which is eaten by all creatures. Nor 
does the specification, 'This that is eaten,' agree with 
it. Besides, as this food known as Vaisvadeva is 
included in that eaten by all creatures, the latter kind 
of food, which is also eaten by outcasts, dogs, etc., 
should be understood, for we see that there is this kind 
of food over and above that known as Vaisvadeva. 
With regard to it the specification, 'This that is 
eaten,' is appropriate. If the words 'common to all 
eaters' do not mean this food, it will give rise to a 
suspicion that it was not produced and apportioned 
by the father. But there is unanimity on the point 
that all kinds of food were produced and apportioned 
by him. Besides it is not right that one performing 


1 The commoner meaning of the word 'Bhrüna' is a 
foetus. 
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the scriptural rite called Vai$vadeva should not be free 
from evils. And it has not been forbidden. Nor is 
it a naturally hateful type of work like fishing, for 
instance, for decent people practise it, and the Sruti 
says that sin accrues from its non-performance. But 
in the other case there is the possibility of sin, for the 
Vedic Mantra says, 'I eat that person as food who 
eats food (without giving part of it to others)’ (Tai. 
III. x. 6). 

Two he apportioned to the gods, is the wording 
of the Mantra. Which are the two kinds of food that 
he produced and apportioned to the gods? Making 
oblations in the fire, and offering presents otherwise to 
the gods after finishing the former. Because the father 
distributed these two kinds of food to the gods, there- 
fore to this day householders at the proper time fer- 
form both these, make oblations in the fire, thinking 
that they are offering that food to the gods, and after 
that offer them presents. Some, however, say that 
the two kinds of food the father gave to the gods are 
not the above two offerings, but the new and full 
moon sacrifices. The first view holds that the above 
two offerings are meant, for the Sruti mentions both 
(food and offering) as two, and those offerings are very 
well known. (This is rebutted as follows:) Although 
the number is all right with regard to those two offer- 
ings, still the fact that the new and full moon sacrifices 
—which too are mentioned by the Sruti—are the food 
of the gods, is better known, being revealed by the 
Mantras. Besides, when the choice lies between a 
principal and a subordinate object (denoted by the 
same word), the preference goes to the former. Now 
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the new and full moon sacrifices are more important 
than the above two offerings. Hence it is proper to 
conclude that they alone are meant by the words, ‘Twa 
he apportioned to the gods.’ Because these two kinds 
of food, the new and full moon sacrifices, were set 
apart by the father for the gods, therefore, to keep 
them intact for the gods, one should not be engrossed 
with sacrifices for material ends. The word ‘Isti’ here 
means 'Kàmyesti,' sacrifices with material ends. This 
is well known from the Satapatha Brahmana (I. iii. 
5. I0) From the use of a suffix denoting habit we 
understand that one must not be primarily engrossed 
with the performance of these sacrifices with material 
ends.! 


One he gave to the animals. What is that one food 
which the father gave to the animals? It is milk. 
How are we to know that the animals are the owners 
of it? This is being explained: For men and animals 
first live on milk alone. It must be their food, for how 
else would they systematically live on that first? How 
do they live on it first? Because men and animals to 
this day live on that food, just as the father appor- 
tioned it in the beginning. Therefore men of the 
upper three castes make a new-born babe lick clarified 
butter, in contact with gold, in the post-natal cere- 
mony, or, i.e. afterwards, suckle st. The other castes 
(who do not have this ceremony) do whichever is 
practicable. In the case of animals other than men, 
they only suckle the young one. And they speak of 


1So there is no antagonism with such Vedic texts as, 
‘One who desires heaven must sacrifice’ (Ta. XVI. iii. 3). 
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of a new-born calf, when somebody asks them how old 
it is, as mot yet eating grass, i.e. very young—still 
living on milk. Whether they first take clarified butter 
in the post-natal and other ceremonies, or whether 
others drink milk, in either case they drink but milk, 
for clarified butter, being a modification of milk, is also 
milk. 

Why is the food of animals, which is the seventh 
in order, explained as the fourth? Because it is a 
means of rites. Rites such as the Agnihotra are per- 
formed with the help of milk. And these rites, which 
depend on wealth, are the means of the three kinds of 
food to be presently mentioned, which are the results 
—as the two kinds of food, the new and full moon 
sacrifices mentioned above. Hence, falling under the 
category of rites, it is explained together with them. 
Moreover, since both (they and it) are equally means, 
mere order should give precedence to the natural 
sequence due to sense. Besides, this way of explain- 
ing facilitates understanding. The different kinds of 
food can thus be easily explained without a break, and 
their meaning’ too will be easily grasped. What is the 
meaning of, On it rests everything—what lives and 
what does not? That on milk indeed, the food of 
animals, vests all this, the whole universe in its three- 
fold division according to the body, the elements and 
the gods—that lives, the animate kingdom, and that 
does not live, stationary objects such as hills. The 
word ‘indeed,’ signifying something well-known, fur- 
nishes the explanation. How is the substance called 


3 That four of them are means and three are results. 


1.5.2] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD | 209 


milk the support of everything? Because it is the 
cause. And it is ‘a cause in that it is an integral part 
'of rites such as the Agnihotra. That the whole 
universe is the result of the oblations offered in the 
Agnihotra and other rites, is proved by hundreds of 
$ruti and Smrti texts. Hence it is quite proper to 
explain the Mantra by the use of the word 'indeed.' 


It is said in some other Brahmanas that bw 
making offerings of milk in the fire for a year one 
conquers further death. The reference is to the follow- 
ing: In a year three hundred and sixty oblations are 
offered (counting morning and evening oblations as 
one). That accounts for double the number (splitting 
each into two). The bricks called Yajusmati, used 
in making the altar for the Agnihotra, being also of that 
number, the oblations are looked upon as these bricks, 
and so also are the days of the year. Through this 
meditation based on resemblance people attain identity 
with Fire, the Prajapati called the Year. By offering 
oblations for a year in this way one conquers further 
death, i.e. is born after death among the gods, no 
more to die. Thus do the Brahmana texts run. One 
should not think like that. He who knows as stated 
above, that everything rests on milk, being the result 
of the oblations of milk, conquers further death the 
very day he makes that offering—he has not to wait 
for a year, but attains identity with the universe in 
one day. This is expressed by the text, ‘Conquers 
further death,' i.e. the sage dying once or getting rid 
of the body, is identified with the universe) and does 
not take on another limited body to make further 

14 l | 
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death possible. What is the reason of his conquering 
further death by attaining identity with the universe? 
This is being answered: For he offers all eatable food 
lo all the gods by means of the morning and evening 
oblations. Therefore it is proper that he, by making 
himself one with the oblations and attaining identity 
with all the gods as their food—being the sum total of 
them—does not die any more. This too has been 
stated in another Brahmana: ‘Brahman, the self-born 
(a man seeking identity with Hiranyagarbha) per- 
formed rites. He reflected, ''Rites do not produce 
eternal results. Well, let me offer myself in all beings 
(as in a fire) and all beings in me. '" Offering himself 
in all beings and all beings in himself, he attained the 
highest place among all beings, independence and 
absolute rulership' (S. XIII. vii. I. 1). 


Why are they not exhausted, although they are 
awlays, continuously, being eaten ? Since the time 
when the father producing the seven kinds of food 
distributed them to different groups of eaters, they 
have been eating those foods, for they live on them. 
And they ought to be exhausted, since everything that 
is made must wear out. But they are not dwindling, 
for we see the universe remains intact. So there must 
be a cause for their permanence. Hence the question, 
"Why are they not exhausted?’ It is answered as 
follows: The being is indeed the cause of their per- 
manence. Just as in the beginning the father was the 
producer of the different kinds of food through his 
meditation and rites with five factors such as the wife, 
and their eater too, so those to whom he gave the foods, 


1.5.2] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 211 


although they are their eaters, are their fathers as well, 
for they produce them through their meditation and 
rites. This is expressed as follows: The being who 
eats the foods is indeed the cause of their permanence. 
How? This is being explained: For he produces this 
food of seven kinds that is eaten, consisting of the body 
and organs, actions and results, again and again 
through his meditation for the time being and nites, 
i.e. the efforts of his speech, mind and body. If he 
does not do this, not produce for a moment the seven 
kinds of food mentioned above through his meditation 
and rites, it would be exhausted, or finished, being 
continuously eaten. Therefore just as the being is 
continuously eating the foods, he is also creating them 
according to His meditation and rites. Hence the 
being is the cause of their permanence by continuously 
creating them. That is to say, for this reason the foods 
are not exhausted although they are being eaten. 
Therefore the whole universe consisting of a series of 
meditations and rites, means and ends, actions and 
results—although, being held together by a stream of 
work and impressions of innumerable beings in com- 
bination, it is transient, impure, flimsy, resembling a 
flowing river or a burning lamp, flimsy like a banana 
stalk, and comparable to foam, illusion, a mirage, a 
dream, and so on—appears nevertheless to those who 
have identified themselves with it to be undecaying, 
eternal and full of substance. Hence for stimulating 
our renunciation the text says, ‘He produces this food 
through his meditation for the time being and fites. 
If he does not do this, it will be exhausted,’ for from 
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the second chapter the knowledge of Brahman has to 
be inculcated for those who are disgusted with this 
universe. 

Although three kinds of food are yet to be de- 
scribed, still taking them as already explained along 
with the previous ones, the result of knowing these as 
they are, is being summed up: He who knows this 
cause of their permanence as described above, means 
that the being (eater) is indeed the cause of their per- 
manence, for he produces this food through his medita- 
tion for the time being and rites. If he does not do 
this, 1t will be exhausted. He eats food with Pratika 
is being explained: ‘Pratika’ means pre-eminence ; 
hence the meaning is, pre-eminently. He who knows 
that the being who is the father of the different kinds 
of food is the cause of their permanence, pre-eminently 
eats food and never becomes a subsidiary part of it. 
Unlike an ignorant man, this sage, being the self of the 
foods, becomes only their eater, but never a food. He 
attains the gods, is identified with the gods, and hves 
on nectar: This statement is a eulogy ; there is no new 
meaning in it. 


‘StegrenasHen’ eft wat area sro, arearena- 
SH; ‘AAT UDIN, AMN, ‘ser 
am, amie’ oft, ava El qa, agar 
scone a: eed?  fafufeenr sa 
grogtetidtiacad mq uw, qenmfd que 
SWegSt mem Aan; a: war ger qut ua 
aqu mamam, wur f a; MASNA Sart sqm 
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HRS emen M qq; TEA dI AATA, 
gÀ seite MORA: Q3 N 


3. ' Three he designed for himself’ means: 
The mind, the organ of speech and the vital 
force; these he designed for himself. (They 
say), ‘I was absent-minded, I did not see it,’ 
‘I was absent-minded, I did not hear it.’ It is 
through the mind that one sees and hears. 
Desire, resolve, doubt, faith, want of faith, 
steadiness, unsteadiness, shame, intelligence and 
fear—all these are but the mind. Even if one is 
touched from behind, one knows it through the 
mind; therefore (the mind exists). And any 
kind of sound is but the organ of speech, for it 
serves to determine a thing. but it cannot itself 
be revealed. Prana, Apana, Vyana, Udana, 
Samana and Ana—all these are but the vital 
force. This body is identified with these—with 
the organ of speech, the mind and the vital force. 


The three kinds of food— results of rites with five 
factors—which have been spoken of, being effects and 
extensive in scope, were kept separate from the previ- 
ous ones. The succeeding portion up to the end of 
this section is devoted to the explanation of them. 
What is the meaning of, Three he designed for him- 
self ? It means: The mind, the organ of speech and 
vital force are the three kinds of food ; these the father, 
after producing them at the beginning of the cycle, 
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designed for himself. Of these, there is a doubt regard- 
ing the existence and nature of the mind. Hence the 
text says: There is a mind apart from the external 
organs such as the ear. For it is a well-known fact 
that even when there is a connection between the 
external organ, the object and the self, a man does not 
perceive that object, which may be just in front, and 
when asked, ‘Have you seen this form?’ he says, ‘My 
mind was elsewhere—I was absent-minded, I did not 
see it.’ Similarly when asked, ‘Have you heard what 
I have said?’ he says, ‘I was absent-minded, I did not 
hear it.’ Therefore it is understood that that some- 
thing else, viz. the internal organ called mind, which 
joins itself to the objects of all the organs, exists, in 
the absence of which the eye and other organs fail to 
perceive their respective objects such as form and 
sound, although they have the capacity to do so, and 
in the presence of which they succeed in it. Hence iz 
1s through the mind that everybody sees and hears, for 
vision and the like are impossible when the mind is 
engaged. | 
After the existence of the mind has been proved, 
the text proceeds to describe its nature: Desire, sex- 
attraction and the like, resolve, deciding about a 
thing which is before us, that it is white or blue 
and so on, doubt, notion of uncertainty, faith, belief in 
the efficacy of rites directed to invisible ends (the here- 
after) as well as in the existence of the gods and the 
like, want of faith, the opposite notion, steadiness, 
supporting the body etc. when they droop, wnsteadi- 
ness, the opposite of that, shame, intelligence and fear 
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—all these, all such, are but the mind. They are forms 
of the mind or the internal organ. Another reason for 
the existence of the mind is being stated: Because even 
if one is touched by anybody from behind invisibly, 
one knows it distinctly, that this is a touch of the hand, 
or that this is a touch of the knee, therefore the internal 
organ called mind exists. If there is no mind to distin- 
guish them, how can the skin alone do this? That 
which helps us to distinguish between perceptions is 
the mind. 

The mind then exists, and its nature too has been 
known. Three kinds of food, which are the results of 
rites, viz. the mind, the organ of speech and the vital 
force, were sought to be explained here in their divi- 
sions according to the body, the elements and the gods. 
Of these, only the mind, out of the group consisting of 
the organ of speech, the mind and the vital force as 
relating to the body, has been explained. Now the 
organ of speech is to be described. Hence the text 
says: And any kind of sound in the world, whether 
it is of the articulate kind uttered by creatures with 
the help of the palate etc., or it is of the other kind 
produced by musical instruments or clouds etc., ts but 
the organ of speech. So the nature of the organ of 
speech has been stated. Now its function is being 
described: For it, the organ of speech, serves to deter- 
mine or reveal a thing, but it cannot itself be revealed, 
like things ; it only reveals them, for it is self-luminous 
like a lamp etc. The light of a lamp and so forth is 
not of course revealed by another light. Similarly the 
organ of speech only reveals things, but cannot itself 
be revealed by others (of the same category). Thus 


216 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [1.5.3 


the Sruti avoids a regressus in infinitum by saying, ‘It 
cannot itself be revealed.’ That is to say, the very 
function of the organ of speech is to reveal. 


Now the vital force is being described: Prana, 
the function of which is connected with the heart and 
is capable of moving to the mouth and nostrils, so 
called because it moves forward. Apāna, which func- 
tions below the heart and extends up to the navel ; it 
is called Apàna, because it helps excretion. Vydna, 
that which regulates the Prana and Apana and is the 
nexus between them, as also the cause of actions 
requiring strength. Uddana, that which causes nutri- 
tion, rising up, and so on ; it extends from the sole of 
the feet to the head and functions upwards. Samana, 
so called because of assimilating what we eat and 
drink ; it has its seat in the belly and helps the diges- 
tion of food. Ana is the generalisation of these partic- 
ular functions and is concerned with the general activ- 
ities of the body. Thus all these functions of the 
Prana and the rest, as described above, are but the 
vital force (Prana). 

The Prana, which means the Ana (general nerve 
function) in the body with particular functions, has 
been described. And its activity also has been ex- 
plained by a reference to its different functions. So 
the three kinds of food‘ called the mind, the organ of 
speech and the vital force as relating to the body, have 
been explained. Identified with these, ie. their modi- 
fications, or composed of the mind, speech and vital 
force of Hiranyagarbha—what is it? this body in- 
cluding the organs, the microcosm, called ‘self’ because 
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it is accepted as their self by ignorant people. That 
which has been described in a general way as 'identi- 
fied with these,' is being elucidated by the specification 
with the organ of speech, the mind and the vital force. 


The manifestations of those foods belonging to 
Hiranyagarbha as they relate to the elements are being 
described : 


TA EDU UND; MUT SI nsa- 
gw, MSA ee: qd 


4. These are the three worlds. The organ 
of speech is this world (the earth), the mind is 
the sky, and the vital force is that world 
(heaven). 


These, the organ of speech, the mind and the vital 
force, are the three worlds called the earth, sky and 
heaven. This is being specified: The organ of speech 
is this world, the mind is the sky, and the vital force 
1s that world. 


aay Far wat uq ; AAA, Hel ABAT:, ATT: 
STRE th & N 


5. These are the three Vedas. The organ 
of speech is the Rg-Veda, the mind is the Yajur- 
Veda and the vital force the Sama-Veda. 


War Ret agen us uu, qmm Hur, cw: 
ferc, soir RJE: n È a 


218 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [1.5.6 


6. These are the gods, the Manes and men. 
The organ of speech is the gods, the mind the 
Manes, and the vital force men. 


fe amar sa wa; aa uw fuer, arerar, 
SOT: TST N 9 N 


f 
7. These are the father, mother and child. 
The mind is the father, the organ of speech the 
mother, and the vital force the child. 
Similarly these are the three Vedas, etc. These 
sentences are all easy. 


Aari fafarcanfaerata ca, aise fred 
areca, afta fene ; ated agycarater d < N 


8. These are what is known, what it is 
desirable to know, and what isfunknown. What- 
ever is known is a form of the organ of speech, 
for it is the knower. The organ of speech 
protects him (who knows this) by becoming that 
(which is known). 


These ave what is known, what it is desirable to 
know, and what is unknown. This is being specified: 
Whatever is clearly known 18 a form of the organ of 
speech. The Sruti itself gives the reason: For it is the 
knower, being self-luminous. How can that be other 
than a knower which brings to light other objects as 
well? It will be stated later on, ‘Through the organ 
of speech, O Emperor, a friend is known ' (IV. i. 2). 
He who knows the particulars of the organ of speech 
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gets the following result: The organ of speech pro- 
tects him who knows its manifestations as given above, 
by becoming that which is known. That is, it becomes 
his food, or object of enjoyment, in that form. 


asa ARa emen, ndt fe fa 
MER ; Aa ot epndeuref n 8 N 
9. Whatever it is desirable to know is a form 
of the mind, for the mind is what it is desirable 
to know. The mind protects him (who knows 
this} by becoming that (which it is desirable to 
know). 


Similarly, whatever it is desirable clearly to know 
1s a form of the mind, for the mind, since it takes the 
form of a doubt (considers the pros and cons of a 
thing), 1s what it is desirable to know. As before, he 
who knows the manifestations of the mind gets the 
following result: The mind protects him by becoming 
that which it is desirable to know, i.e. it becomes his 
food in that form. 


akaari srorer aga, sory ara: ; 
qur qa ARCATA | *o I 


IO. Whatever is unknown is a form of the 
vital force, for the vital force is what is unknown. 
The vital force protects him (who knows this) by 
becoming that (which is unknown). 

Likewise whatever ts completely unknown, and 
not even suspected,- is a form of the vital force, for 
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the vital force is what is unknown, as the Sruti speaks 
of it as undefined (Ch. II. xxii. 1). Since the organ 
of speech, the mind and the vital force have been 
divided into the forms of what is known, what it is 
desirable to know, and what is unknown,’ the state- 
ments, ‘ These are the three worlds, ' and so on, are to 
be accepted solely on the authority of the Sruti. Since 
we see these three forms, viz. what is known, etc., are 
applicable to everything, it is from the statement of the 
$ruti that we are to understand that the meditation is 
to be confined to the particular objects as indicated. 
The vital force protects him by becoming that, i.e. 
becomes his food in the form of what is unknown. We 
often see that teachers and parents, for instance, help 
their pupils and (very young) children, barely suspect- 
ed by or unknown to them. Similarly the mind and 
vital force can be the food of the sage, barely suspected 
by and unknown to him (respectively). : 

The manifestations of the organ of speech, the 
mind and the vital force relating to the elements have 


been described. The following (three) paragraphs deal 
with their manifestations relating to the gods: 


qud ara: gà åa, Adean: ; 
manaa ATR, draet grh, aaan A: n RR N 


II. The earth is the body of that organ of 
speech, and this fire is its luminous organ. And 


1 This is a wider classification including all the previous 
ones mentioned in paragraphs 4 to 7, and involving a cross- 
division. Nevertheless we are to take them as they are, since 
the Sruti recommends them for meditation. 
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as far as the organ of speech extends, so far 
‘extends the earth and so far does this fire. 

The earth is the body, or the external container, 
of that organ of speech which has been spoken of as 
the food of Hiranyagarbha, and this terrestrial fire is 
its luminous organ, the content of the earth. The vocal 
organ of Hiranyagarbha has two forms: One is the 
effect (body), the container and non-luminous: the 
other is the instrument (organ), the content and 
luminous. Botb these, the earth and fire, are but the 
vocal organ of Hiranyagarbha. And as far as the 
organ of speech in its twofold aspect relating to the 
body and the elements extends, so far throughout 
extends the earth, the effect, as its container, and so 
far does this fire, which is the content and the instru- 
ment, pervading the earth in its luminous form. The 
rest is similar. 


aed AAG Ah: MAU, wr Hamer: ; 
qaaa Aas, erdt eit, ararrararíaer ; at fri 
qatar, aa: MASTAA ; A Kem, A TASTA, 


Rad a aqa: ; aver aval wala a wal Az LAN 

I2. Heaven is the body of this mind, and 
that sun is its luminous organ. And as far as the 
mind extends, so far extends heaven, and so far 
does that sun. The two were united, and from 
that the vital force emanated. It is the Supreme 
Lord. It igs without a rival. A second being is 
indeed a rival. He who knows it as such has 
no rival. 


1 This is said for the purpose of meditation. 
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Heaven is the body, the effect, the container, of 
this mind that has already been spoken of as the food 
of Hiranyagarbha, and that sun is its luminous organ, 
the content. And as far as the mind in its aspect 
relating to the body or the elements extends, so far 
extends heaven, which is the container of the mind, 
the luminous organ, and so far does that sun, which 
is the luminous organ and the content. The two, fire 
and the sun, which are the forms of the organ of speech 
and the mind relating to the gods, the mother and 
father, were united, between the two halves of the 
cosmic shell (heaven and earth), the one resolving to 
do the function of generation belonging to the father, 
the mind, or the sun, and the other that of manifesta- 
tion belonging to the mother, the organ of speech, or 
fire. And from that union the vital force, or Vayu! 
emanated, to function as vibration. It, that which 
emanated, is the Supreme Lord, and not only that 
but 7¢ is also without a rival. What is a rival? A 
second being, appearing as an adversary, is called a 
rival. Hence the organ of speech and the mind, 
although they are different entities (from the vital 
force), never become its rivals, both being subordinate 
to the vital force (on the cosmic plane) as in the body. 
Incidentally, the result of meditation on this absence 
of rivalry is as follows: He, the sage, who knows it, 
the yital force, as such, as being without a rival, has 
"0 rival. 


emere MNE: suu, SANEM TR: ; 
amaa STUD, AAA SI, AAN R, d qd 


1 The cosmic aspect of the vital force, symbolised by air. 


1.5.13] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 223 


gå ud qu, Adsaeat: ; cup Al Baraeaaa ITAS- 
«qued a ale Sala ; sp Barman 
a erm sra tt 23 tl 


13. Water is the body of this vital force, and 
that moon is its luminous organ. And as far as 
the vital force extends, so far extends water, and 
so far does that moon. These are all equal, and 
all infinite. He who meditates upon these as 
finite wins a finite world, but he who meditates 
upon these as infinite wins an infinite world. 


Water is the body, the effect, the container of the 
organs, of this vital force that is the food of Hiranya- 
garbha, not of the vital force that has just been 
described as the child, and that moon is its luminous 
organ, as before. And as far as the vital force in its 
aspects relating to the body etc. extends, so far extends 
water, and so far does that moon, the content of the 
water, the organ, which in its aspects relating to the 
body and the elements pervades the water. So these 
are the three kinds of food, called the organ of speech, 
the mind, and the vital force, which were produced by 
the father through rites with five factors. And the 
whole universe in its aspects relating to the body and 
the elements is pervaded by these. There is nothing 
besides these, either of the nature of an effect or an 
instrument (body or organ), and Hiranyagarbha is the 
sum of these. These, the organ of speech, the mind, 
and the vital force, are all equal in extensity—pervade 
whatever concerns the animate world in its aspects 
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relating to the body and the elements, and for this 
very reason they are infinite, for they last as long as 
the relative universe. Surely we do not know of any 
relative universe apart from the bodies and organs. 
And it has been stated (pars. 11-13) that speech, mind 
and the vital force consist of the body and organs. He 
who, whoever, meditates upon these—which are a part 
and parcel of Hiranyagarbha—in their aspect relating 
to the body or the elements, as finite, wins a finite 
world—a result which is commensurate with that medi- 
tation. That is, he is born as finite, not as one with 
these. But he who meditates upon these as infinite, 
as consisting of the universe, a part and parcel of all 
beings, and unlimited, wins an infinite world. 


It has been said that the father, after producing 
seven kinds of food through rites with five factors, 
designed three of them for himself. These, the results 
of those rites, have been explained. Now how are 
these the results of those rites? This is being answered: 
Because those three kinds of food also, we find, have 
five factors, for wealth and rites can also be included 
in them. Of’them, the earth and fire, as has been 
explained, are the mother, heaven and the sun are the 
father, and the vital force (Vayu), which is between 
these two, is the child. In order to show how wealth 
and rites can be included in them the next two 
paragraphs are being introduced. 


a ay gae sae: NEURE: wet TIT 
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qa GHW BST, TATE Treat Het; a UID 
aq gaasa a ead; Amare aster ger 
ega Tala MITA AAR era: MARA ; ereamaert 
ofa snr: sr a fafesegra, aft SESIA, 
aden way saara safest p A UI 


I4. This Prajapati (Hiranyagarbha) has 
sixteen digits and is represented by the year. 
The nights (and days) are his fifteen digits, and 
the constant one is his sixteenth digit. He (as 
the moon) is filled as well as wasted by the 
nights (and days). Through this sixteenth digit 
he permeates all these living beings on the new- 
moon night and rises the next morning. There- 
fore.on this night one should not take the life of 
living beings, not even of a chameleon, in adora- 
tion of this deity alone. 


This Prajüpati consisting of the three kinds of 
food, who is under consideration, is being particularly 
described as the year. He has sixteen digits or mem- 
bers and ts represented by the year, consists of the 
year, or is Time. The nights and. the days, i.e. the 
lunar days, ave the fifteen digits of this Prajapati con- 
sisting of time, and the constant one, which is ever the 
same, ts his sixteenth digi. He is filled as well as 
wasted by the nights, the lunar days, called the digits. 
In the bright fortnight the Prajapati who is the moon 
is filled by the lunar days beginning with the first, 
through the gradual increase of digits, i.e. waxes, till 

I5 
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he attains the fulness of his orb on the full-moon night, 
and is also wasted by them in the dark fortnight 
through the gradual decrease of digits, till only the 
constant digit is left on the new-moon night. Through 
this abiding sixteenth digit called the constant one, he, 
the Prajapati who is Time, permeates all these living 
beings by means of the water they drink and the herbs 
they eat—pervades them in these two forms—on the 
new-moon night and, staying there overnight, rises the 
néxi morning, joined to the second digit. 


Thus that Prajapati consists of five factors: 
Heaven and the sun as well as mind are the father ; 
the earth and fire as well as the organ of speech are 
his wife, the mother ; the vital force is their child ; the 
lunar days, or digits, are wealth, for they increase 
and decrease like it ; and the fact that these digits, 
which are divisions of time, cause changes in the 
universe is the rite. Thus this Prajapati, as a whole, 
emerges as the result of rites with five factors, which 
is quite in accordance with his desire, “Let me have a 
wife, so that I may be born. And let me have wealth, 
so that I may perform rites’ (I. iv. 17). It is an 
accepted principle in life that the effect is commen- 
surate with the cause. Because this moon on this night 
abides in her constant digit permeating all living be- 
ings, therefore on this new-moon night one should not 
take the life of living beings, not kill them, not even 
of a chameleon, which is naturally vicious and is killed 
by people, because the very sight of it is inauspicious. 
One may ask : Is not the killing of animals forbidden 
by the dictum, ' One must not kill any animal except 
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where it is prescribed by the scriptures’ (Cf. Ch. VIII. 
xv. I)? To this we reply: Yes, it is ; the present text, 
however, does not make an exception A that rule about 
the killing of animals at other times that the new-moon 
night, or even of the chameleon, but is only (a special 
prohibition) in adoration of this deity, the moon. 


dr a ducc saat: NeR, sate 
a dsatdficqer: , aa ada wa um, 
archaea Trex wer, a RAAN a quasa a 
efiaa , dem qeaarear, afataeq ; aearerafy 
aasafa Maa, aenat reta, aR- 


EU HEIRAT 


15. That Prajapati who has sixteen digits 
and is represented by the year is indeed this man 
who knows as above. Wealth constitutes his 
fifteen digits, and the body his sixteenth digit. 
He is filled as well as wasted by wealth. This 
body stands for a nave, and wealth is the felloe. 
Therefore if a man loses everything, but he him- 
self lives, people say that he has only lost his 
outfit. 


He who has been remotely described as that 
Prajapati who has sixteen digits and is represented by 
the year, should not be considered to be altogether 
remote, because he is directly observed as this one. 
Who is it? This man who knows the Prajapati con- 
sisting of the three kinds of food to be identical with 
himself, as described above. What is the similarity 
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between them? This is being explained: Wealth such 
as cattle constitutes the fifteen digits of this man who 
knows as above, for it increases and decreases, and it 
aids the performance of rites. To contribute to his 
completeness, the body is the sixteenth digit of this 
sage, corresponding to the constant digit (of the moon). 
Like the moon he is filled as well as wasted by wealth. 
This is a familiar thing in everyday life. This stands 
for a nave, is fit to be such. What is it? This body. 
And wealth is the felloe, stands for the external out- 
fit, like the spokes and felloes of a wheel. Therefore 
even if a man loses everything, suffers that affliction, 
but he himself, corresponding to the nave of a wheel, 
lives, people say that he has only lost his outfit, been 
deprived of his outer trappings, like a wheel losing its 
spokes and felloes. That is to say, if he is alive, he 
again grows by means of wealth, corresponding to the 
spokes and felloes. 


Thus it has been explained how a man by the 
performance of rites with five factors combined with 
meditation, the divine wealth, becomes the Prajapati 
consisting of the three kinds of food. And it has also 
been said that wealth such as the wife stands for the 
outfit. In the previous portion it has only been known 
in a general way that sons, rites and meditation lead 
to the attainment of the worlds, but not that there is 
a very definite relation between them and those results. 
This relation between the means such as the son and 
the particular results has to be stated. * Hence the 
following paragraph : 
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erp Tay aa ARRA, fqgerner a- 
ora xf. ast Agee: quutq seq, ata 
eat; mau fiaern:, Ran taste: , aA 
a antat As: arat safa N 26 N 


16. There are indeed three worlds, the 
' world of men, the world of the Manes and the 
world of the gods. This world of men is to be 
won through the son alone, and by no other rite; 
the world of the Manes through rites; and the 
world of the gods through meditation. The 
world of the gods is the best of the worlds. 
Therefore they praise meditation. 


The word 'Atha' is introductory. There are 
indeed three worlds attainable by means mentioned in 
the scriptures, neither more nor less.—‘Indeed’ is 
intensive.—Which are they? The world of men, the 
world of the Manes and the world of the gods. Of 
these, this world of men is to be won or attained 
through the son alone as means, and by no other nite, 
mor, meditation. The last two words are understood. 
How this world is to be won through the son we shall 
explain later on. The world of the Manes through 
rites alone such as the Agnihotra, neither through the 
son nor through meditation. And the world of the 
gods through meditation, neither through the son nor: 
through rites. The world of the gods ts the best of the: 
three worlds. Therefore they praise meditation, as 
being the means of attaining it. 


aaa: Gaag amaA quam, ed 
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mu, cd Wa, ed ST elt , A TA: WI, WE HUE, 
ag qw, WE STE fa, aa feat gel uel 
sativa! Jak wp agredat adat cw gu 
RN; dod & a Sarat uuu: sts KOTWHT; 
amaa vd aay; am ad araga À, 
aema gagh SCTEIHDE: aema maià ; az 
aediacemerarcnia, Aa at: ag gaara. 
sa a aaa fafaecnnsad vata, qeu 
aimag gan aera am; a ga- 
fate sA, adaaa gar mo aaa 
emfasieq i 25 tt - 


17. Now therefore the entrusting: When a 
man thinks he will die, he says to his son, 'You 
are Brahman, you are the sacrifice, and you are 
the world.’ The son replies, ‘I am Brahman, 
I am the sacrifice, and I am the world.' (The 
father thinks:) 'Whatever is studied is all 
unified in the word '' Brahman. " Whatever 
sacrifices there are, are all unified in the word 
“ sacrifice. " And whatever worlds there are, 
are all unified in the word '' world. " All this 
(the duties of a householder) is indeed this much. 
' He, being all this, will protect me frorn (the ties. 
of) this world.’ Therefore they speak of an 
educated son as being conducive to the world. 
Hence (a father) teaches his son. When a father 
who knows as above departs from this world, he 
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penetrates his son together with the organ of 
speech, the mind and the vital force. Should 
anything be left undone by him through any slip 
the son exonerates him from all that. Therefore 
he is called a son. The father lives in this world 
through the son. Divine and immortal speech, 
mind and vital force permeate him. 


Thus the three means called the son, rite and 
meditation have been connected with their respective 
results, the three worlds. A wife, being an aid to the 
obtaining of a son and the performance of rites, is not 
a separate means, and has therefore not been separate- 
ly mentioned. Wealth too, being an aid to the per- 
formance of rites, is not a separate means. It is a 
well-known fact that meditation and rites lead to the 
winning of the worlds by merely coming into existence. 
But one does not know how a son, not being of the 
nature of an activity, can help to win them. This 
has to be explained. Now therefore follows the 
entrusting. This is the name of the rite which is going 
to. be described. It is called ‘entrusting,’ because a 
father in this manner entrusts his own duties to his 
son. When should this be done? This is being 
stated : When a man, a father, on account of some 
omen or otherwise, thinks he will die, he says to his 
Son, calling him, ‘You are Brahman, you are the 
sacrifice, and you are the world.’ The son, thus 
addressed, replies, ‘I am Brahman, I am the sacrifice, 
and I am the world.’ Having already been instructed, 
he knows what to do ; so he says these three sentences. 
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Thinking the meaning of these sentences to be 
hidden, the Sruti proceeds to explain them. Whatever 
is studied has been or remains to be studied, is all 
unified in the word ‘Brahman.’ That is, let the study 
of the Vedas which so long was my duty, be: hence- 
forth done by you, for you are Brahman. Similarly 
whatever sacrifices there are, that were to be performed 
by me, whether I have performed them or not, are all 
unified in the word ‘sacrifice.’ That is, let whatever 
sacrifices I used to perform, be henceforth performed 
by you, for you are the sacrifice. And whatever 
worlds there are, that were to be won by me, whether 
I have won them or not, are all unified in the word 
‘world.’ Henceforth you should win them, for you 
are the world. From now on I entrust to you the 
resolve which was mine of dutifully undertaking study, 
sacrifices and the conquest of the worlds, and I am 
freed from the resolve concerning these ties of duty. 
All this the son accepted as it was, having been in- 
structed to that effect. 

Guessing this intention of the father, the Sruti 
says: All this, the whole duty of a householder, ts 
indeed this much, viz. that he must study the Vedas, 
perform sacrifices and win the worlds. He, being all 
this, taking all this load of mine off me and putting it 
on himself, will protect me from this world. The past 
tense has been used in the sense of the future, there 
being no restriction about tense in the Vedas. Because 
a son who is thus trained will free his father from this 
world, i.e. from the ties of duty on earth, therefore 
Brahmanas speak of an educated son as being con- 
ducive to the world for his father. Hence a father 
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teaches his son, hoping he will be conducive to his 
attainment of the world. When a father who knows 
as above, who has entrusted his resolve about his 
duties to his son, departs from this world, „he pene- 
trates or pervades his son together with the organ of 
speech, the mind and the vital force, which are under 
consideration. Owing to the cessation of the cause 
(false notion etc.) which limited them to the body, the 
father’s organ of speech, mind and vital force pervade 
everything in their cosmic form as the earth, fire and 
so on, like the light of a lamp within a jar when the 
latter is broken. The father too pervades everything 
along with them, for he is identified with the organ 
of speech, the mind and the vital force. He thinks, ‘I 
am the infinite organ of speech, mind and vital force, 
whose manifestations have various aspects such as 
that relating to the body.’ Therefore it has been 
rightly said, ‘He penetrates his son together with the 
organ of speech, the mind and the vital force, ’ for he 
follows these. He becomes the self of all including the 
son. The idea is this: A father who has a son 
instructed in this way remains in this very world as 
that son ; that is, he should not be considered to be 
dead. Witness another Sruti, ‘This other self of his 
is his substitute for the performance of meritorious 
rites’ (Ai. IV. 4, adapted). 

Now the derivation of the word ‘Putra’ (son) is 
being given: Should anything, any duty, be left un- 
done by him, the father, through any slip or slight 
omission in the middle, the son exonerates him from 
all that unfulfilled duty of his standing as an obstacle 
to his attainment of the world, by fulfilling it him- 
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self. Therefore, because he saves his father by fulfill- 
ing his duties, he is called a son. This is the deriva- 
tive meaning of the word ‘Putra’—one who ‘saves’ the 
father by ‘completing’ his omissions. The father 
although dead, is immortal and lives in this world 
through such a son. Thus he wins this world of men 
through his son. The world of the Manes and that of 
the gods are not won in that way, but simply by the 
fact of existence of meditation and rites. These help 
to attain the worlds not by undertaking some other 
activity like the son, but by simply coming into exist- 
ence. Divine and immortal speech, mind and vital 
force, those pertaining to  Hiranyagarbha, permeate 
him, this father who has entrusted his duties to his 
son. 


OCA Saia dd aman; ara zat 
araar TAT agh AAA N te N 


18. The divine organ of speech from the 
earth and fire permeates him. That is the divine 
organ of speech through which whatever he says 
is fulfilled. 


How does this take place? This will be explained 
in this and the next two paragraphs. The Sruti itself 
has shown that the son, rites and meditation lead 
respectively to the world of men, of the Manes and of 
the gods. Here some prattlers (the Mimarhsakas) 
ignorant of the particular import of the Sruti say that 
the means such as the son lead to liberation. The 
Sruti has thus gagged them: Beginning with the 
statement that rites with five factors are undertaken 
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with material ends, in the passage, ‘Let me have a 
wife, ' etc. (I. iv. 17), it has, among other things, con- 
cluded by connecting the son and the rest with their 
respective results. Therefore it is proved that the 
Sruti text referring to the (three) debts applies to an 
ignorant man and not one who has realised the Supreme 
Self. It will also be stated later on, ' What shall we 
achieve through children, we who have attained this 
Self, this world?' (IV. iv. 22). 


Others! say that the winning of the worlds of the 
Manes and the gods means turning away from them. 
And if one has a son and at the same time performs 
rites and meditation together, one turns away from 
these three worlds, and through the knowledge of the 
Supreme Self attains liberation. Hence, they say, the 
means such as the son lead indirectly to liberation 
itself. To silence them also, this portion of the Sruti 
sets itself to show the results attained by a man who 
has a son to whom he has entrusted his own duties, 
who performs rites and who knows the meditation on 
the three kinds of food as identical with himself. And 
one cannot say that this very result is liberation, for 
it is connected with the three kinds of: food, and all the 
foods are the effects of meditation and rites, since the 
father is stated to produce them again and again, and 
there is the statement about decay, ' If he does not do 
this, it would be exhausted' (I. v. 2). Thus only 
would the mention of the effect and instrument in the 
words, ‘body’ and ‘luminous organ’ (I. v. 11-13), be 
appropriate. Besides, the topic is concluded by a 


1 Bhartrprapafica is meant. 
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representation of the foods as consisting of name, 
form and action: ‘This (universe) indeed consists of 
three things, ' etc. (I. vi. 1). And it cannot be deduced 
from this one sentence in question (I. v. 16) that these 
three means being combined lead to liberation in the 
case of some, and identity with the three kinds of food 
in the case of others, for the sentence only admits of 
a single interpretation, viz. that means such as the son 
lead to identity with the three kinds of food. 


The divine organ of speech, that which relates to 
the gods, from the earth and fire permeates him, this 
man who has entrusted ‘his duties to his son. The 
divine organ of speech, consisting of the earth and 
fire, is the material of the vocal organs of all. But 
(in an ignorant man) it is limited by attachment and 
other evils pertaining to the body. In the case of the 
sage, these evils being eliminated, it becomes all- 
pervading, like water, or like the light of a lamp, when 
its obstruction has been removed. This is expressed 
by the text, ‘The divine organ of speech from the earth 
and fire permeates him.’ And that is the divine organ 
of speech, devoid of the evils of falsehood etc. and 
pure, through which whatever he Says about himself 
or others ts fulfilled. That is, his speech becomes 
infallible and irresistible. 


Rasana ga aa raa ; ag ga aay 
arada wala, evt sp xirerfet Ls N 


19. The divine mind from heaven and the 
sun permeates him. That is the diviné mind 
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through which he only becomes happy and 
never mourns. 

Similarly the divine mind from heaven and the 
sun permeates him. And that ts the divine mind, 
being naturally pure, through which he only becomes 
happy and never mourns, not being connected with 
the causes of grief. 


agai areas qq: uror anfesrfer ; ex a d: 
m a: gaiari a sup, ait divi; 
a udfieadat qaran aÀ ; aÂ Saad a: ; 
avait Suet aar qeremued, au Safe eir 
qaraaha ag faaar sar Mafa, exulare 
agafa, yaa maf, a ¢ Wd qum ad 
TTA N Ro N 


20. The divine vital force from water and 
the moon permeates him. That is the divine 
vital force which, when it moves or does not 
move, feels no pain nor is injured. He who 
knows as above becomes the self of all beings. 
As is this deity (Hiranyagarbha), so is he. As 
all beings take care of this deity, so do they take 
care of him. Howsoever these beings may 
grieve, that grief of theirs is connected with 
them. But only merit goes to him. No demerit 
ever goes to the gods. 

Likewise the divine vital force from water and the 
moon permeates him. It is being specified : That is 
the divine vital force which, when it moves among the 
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different beings taken individually, or does not move, 
when they are taken collectively—or moves in moving 
animals and does mot move in stationary objects— 
feels no pain, is not affected by fear that causes 
sorrow, nor is injured or killed. He who knows the 
meditation on the three kinds of food as identical with 
himself, as described above, becomes the self of all 
beings, becomes their vital force, their mind and their 
speech, and thus, being the self of all beings, becomes 
omniscient and the doer of everything as well. This 
is the import. As ts this deity, Hiranyagarbha, who 
attained this state first, so ts he—his omniscience or 
omnipotence is never thwarted. ‘He’ refers to the 
sage who is compared with the other. Moreover, as 
all beings take care of or worship this deity, Hiranya- 
garbha, through sacrifices etc., so do they take care of 
him, one who knows as above, constantly offer him 
worship consisting of sacrifices etc. 


Now a doubt arises: It has been said that he 
becomes the self of all beings. Hence, being identified 
with their bodies and organs, he may be affected by 
their joys and sorrows. To which the answer is: Not 
so, for his understanding is not limited. It is those 
that identify themselves with limited objects who are 
seen to be affected by sorrow when, for instance, they 
are abused by anybody, thinking he has abused them. 
But this sage who is the self of all has no particular 
notion of identity with either the object that is abused 
or the agency that abuses, and cannot therefore be 
miserable on that account. And there is no ground 
for sorrow as in the case of that due to someone’s 
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death. As when somebody dies, a man feels miser- 
able, thinking that he was his son or brother—the grief 
being due to this relationship, and where this cause is 
absent, one, although witnessing that death, is not 
afflicted, similarly this divine being, who is not identi- 
fied with limited things, having no defects such as the 
false notions about ‘mine’ or ‘yours,’ and so on, which 
lead to misery, is not affected by it. 

This is being expressed: Howsoever these beings 
may grieve, that grief of theirs, the pain due to that 
grief and the like, is connected with them, for it is due 
to their identification with limited things. But in the 
case of one who is the self of all, what can be connected, 
or disconnected, and with what? But only merit, i.e. 
good results, goes to him, the sage who is enjoying the 
status of Hiranyagarbha. He has done exceedingly 
meritorious work ; hence only the results of that go to 
him. No dement ever goes to the gods, for there is 
no scope for the results of evil actions among them. 
That is, misery, which is the result of evil actions, does 
not go to them. 


Meditation on all three—the organ of speech, the 
mind and the vital force—without any distinction has 
been described in the passage, ‘These are all equal, 
and all infinite’ (I. v. 13). No speciality attaching to 
any one of these has been mentioned. Should one 
understand this as it is, or upon examination may 
some distinction be found in any one of these either 
for the purposes of a vow or meditation? This is being 
answered : 
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amat aafia , arf aN ent, arte 
aai Aarra aRar AA anA, 
gemma ag, aA I, TAR- 
af nif sure; mA aa: sat AA, 


aAa, AACA E; ATEA 
— qu, war ag: awa a; ARARA AN- 


Asi man: sme, art ara aR i a a: sg 
a: iateanietsa sq equa, sn a Ral, geared 
aa guma; auae aa suma, qeu 
aaarenaea HTUTD gia; de E ala agea 
anag wala a ud Ha. a s salar equdsg- 
gaf, agga farad fara KAATAA N RR N 


21. Now a consideration of the vow: Praja- 
pati projected the organs. These, on being 
projected, quarrelled with one another. The 
organ of speech took a vow, “I will go on speak- 
ing.’ The eye: ‘I willsee.' Theear: ‘I will 
hear.’ And so did the other organs according to 
their functions. Death captured them in the 
form of fatigue—it overtook them, and having 
overtaken them it controlled them. Therefore 
the organ of speech invariably gets tired, and so 
do the eye and the ear. But death did not over- 
take this vital force in the body. The organs 
resolved to know it. ‘This is the greatest 
among us that, when it moves or does not move, 
feels no pain nor is injured. Well, let us all be 
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of its form.’ They all assumed its form. There- 
fore they are called by this name of ' Prana. ' 
That family in which a man is born who knows 
as above, is indeed named after him. And he 
who competes with one who knows as above 
shrivels, and after shrivelling dies at the end. 
This is with reference to the body. 


Now begins a consideration of the vow or act of 
meditation—among these organs whose function is to 
be observed as a vow?  Prajapat: (Viraj), after pro- 
jecting the beings, projected the organs such as that 
oi speech, called here 'work,' because they are in- 
struments of work. The particle 'ha' denotes tradi- 
tion. These, on being projected. quarrelled with one 
another. How? The organ of speech took a vow, 'I 
will go on speaking, wil never stop doing my function 
of speaking. If there is anybody who, like me, can 
keep at his function, let him show his strength.’ 
similarly the eye: ‘I will see? The ear: ‘I will hear." 
And so did the other organs according to their respect- 
ive functions. Death, the destroyer, captured them, 
the organs, im the form of fatigue. How? It overtook 
them, appeared among those organs, as they were 
engaged in their functions, in the form of fatigue, and 
having overtaken them it, death, controlled them, i.e. 
stopped them from functioning. Therefore, to this day, 
the organ of speech, being engaged in its function of 
speaking, invariably gets tired, ceases to function, 
being affected by death in the form of fatigue. And 
so do the eye and the ear. But death in the form of 


16 
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fatigue did not overtake this vital force in the body, 
which functions in the mouth. Therefore even now it 
functions tirelessly. The other organs resolved to know 
it. ‘This is the greatest, foremost, among us, because, 
when it moves or does not move, it feels no pain nor 
is injured. Well, let us now all be of its form, identify 
ourselves with the vital force.’ Having decided thus, 
they all assumed its form, realised the vital force as 
their own self—observed the function of the vital force 
as a vow, thinking their own functions as insufficient 
to ward off death. Because the other organs have the 
form of the vital force in so far as they are mobile, and 
have their own form in so far as they perceive objects, 
therefore they, the organ of speech and the rest, are 
called by this name of ‘Prana.’ Nothing can be mobile 
except the vital force. And we observe that the 
functions of the organs are always preceded by move- 
ment. 

That family in which a man is born who knows 
as above, that all the organs are but the vital force and 
are named after it, 1s indeed named after him by 
people. It is known by the name of the sage, that it 
is the family of such and such, as ‘the line of Tapati.’? 
This is the result accruing to one who knows as above, 
that the organ of speech and the rest are but forms of 
the vital force and are named after it. And he who 
competes as a rival with one who knows as above, with 
the sage who identifies himself with the vital force, 
Shrivels in this very body, and after shrivelling dies at 
the end, he does not die suddenly without suffering. 


1 The daughter of the sun. 
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This is with reference to the body: Here is concluded 
the subject of meditation on the vital force as identical 
with oneself in so far as it relates to the body. That 
relating to the gods will be next taken up. 


ewrrfertee—safevariparefaerWe, au 
vquiaerrífaet:, arearaefate aerat:, usque qe 
amgaang; a uw sre wert: nre, uere 
&weret ary: ; aaka erat quur, 4 aa: ; 
esraearfirat Saat ART: d 22 N 


22. Now with reference to the gods: Fire 
took a vow, ‘I will go on burning. The sun: 
‘I will give heat.’ The moon: ‘I will shine. ’ 
And so did the other gods according to their 
functions. As is the vital force in the body 
among these organs, so is Vayu (air) among 
these gods. Other gods sink, but not air. Air 
is the deity that never sets. 


Now the meditation with reference to the gods 1s 
being described. It is being decided which deity is the 
best for the purpose of observing his functions as a 
vow. Everything here is as in the preceding para- 
graph with reference to the body. Fire took a vow, 
‘I will go on burning.’ The sun: ‘I will give heat.’ 
The moon: ‘I will shine.’ And so did the other gods 
according to their functions. As, with reference to the 
body, :s the vital force in the body among these organs, 
not overtaken by death; nor stopped from functioning 
—remaining intact in its vow of functioning as the 
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vital force, so is Vayu (air) among these gods such as 
fire. Other gods such as fire sink, or set, cease to 

" function, like the organ of speech etc. in the body, but 
not air, like the vital force in the body. Therefore air’ 
is the deity ihat never sets. Thus it is decided after 
consideration that the vow of one who identifies one- 
self with the vital force with reference to the body, and 
with air with reference to the gods, is unbroken. 


aay AR vafa—‘aanefa epu, tet UN 
vaste’ fet orar wer SERI, ari sefa ; ‘at gara- 
fat wa, a Tara, € sar’ eft age casita 
azar Kaa! amana ad aa, mons- 
amaa, Rat TUHT WINS fd ; CRI atee- 
mA, dr used teat ast ete 
safe RRN fa Gay sarong N 


23. Now there is this verse: ‘ The gods 
observed the vow of that from which the sun 
rises and in which he sets. It is (followed) 
to-day, and it will be (followed) to-morrow. ’ 
The sun indeed rises from the vital force and 
also sets in it. What these (gods) observed then, 
they observe to this day. Therefore a man 
should observe a single vow—do the functions of 
the Prana and Apana (respiration and excre- 
tion), lest the evil of death (fatigue) should over- 
take him. And if he observes it, he should seek 
to finish it. Through it he attains identity with 
this deity, or lives in the same world with it. 


& 
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. Now there is this verse or Mantra that brings out 
this very meaning: 'The gods, fire and the rest, and 
the organ of speech etc. (in the body), in ancient times, 
after consideration observed the vow of that, viz. air 
and the vital force, from which the sun rises—exter- 
nally he rises from air, and as the eye in the body, 
from the vital force—and in which, air and the vital 
force, he sets in the evening, and when a man goes to 
sleep. It is followed by the gods to-day, now, and it 


.will be followed by them to-morrow, in future. The 


words ‘ followed by the gods’ are understood. Now 
the Brahmana briefly explains this Mantra : The sun 
indeed rises from the vital force and also sets in it, 
What is the meaning of the words, ‘ The gods observed 
the vow of that. . . . It is (followed) to-day, and it 
will be (followed) to-morrow'? this is being stated: 
What vow these gods, fire and the rest and the organ 
of speech etc., observed then, i.e., the vow of air and 
of the vital force, they observe to this day, and will 
observe unbroken. But the vow of the organ of speech 
etc. and of fire and the rest is broken, for we see that 
at the time of setting, and when one falls asleep, they 
sink in air and the vital force respectively. 

Similarly it has been said elsewhere, ‘When a 
man sleeps, his organ of speech is merged in the vital 
force, and so are the mind, the'eye and the ear. 
And when he awakes, these again arise from the vital 
force. This is with reference to the body. Now 
with reference to the gods: When fire goes out, 
it sets in air. Hence they speak of it as having set. 
It indeed sets in air. And when the sun sets, he 
enters air, and so does the moon ; the quarters too rest 
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on air. And they again arise from the air’ (Ś. X. iii. ' 
3 6-8). | 
' Because this one vow of air and the vital force, 
consisting of vibration or movement, persists in the 
gods such as fire and in the organ of speech etc.— 
since all the gods follow it alone, therefore a man, 
another person also, should observe a single vow. 
What is that? Do the functions of the Prana and 
Apana. The functions of these two, viz., respiration 
and excretion, never stop. Therefore, giving up the 
functions of all other organs, he should observe this 
one vow, lest the evil of death in the form of fatigue 
should overtake him. ‘Lest’ denotes apprehension. 
‘If I swerve from this vow, I am sure to be overtaken 
by death'— with this dread at heart he should observe 
the vow of the vital force. This is the idea. And 1f 
he observes it, does take up the vow of the vital force, 
he should seek to finish it. If he desists from this 
vow, the vital force and the gods would be flouted. 
Therefore he must finish it. Through it, the observ- 
ance of this vow of identification with the vital force, 
thinking, 'The vocal and other organs in all beings as. 
well as fire and the other gods are but a part and 
parcel of me, and I, the vital force, the self, initiate 
all movement,’ he attains identity with this deity, the 
vital force,! or lives in the same world with it. This 
latter result takes place when the meditation is not up 
to the mark. 


! Of which Hiranyagarbha is the cosmic aspect. 


SECTION VI 


sti qT A — ATA Sd. HA; qut smart ara- 
ara, aat fe enfer ararafesita! cage 
am, vak adatai: nq. uat aa, cate 
aar ara faafe neu 


I. This (universe) indeed consists of three 
things: name, form and action. Of those 
names, speech (sound in general) is the Uktha 
(source), for all names spring from it. It is their 
Saman (common feature), for it is common to all 
names. It is their Brahman (self), for it sustains 
all names. 

The differentiated universe consisting of means 
and ends, which was introduced as the subject-matter 
of ignorance, with its results culminating in identifica- 
tion with the vital force, as well as its state prior to 
manifestation denoted by ‘the word ‘undifferentiated,’ 
like a tree and its seed—all this indeed consists of three 
things. What are they? Name, form and action, all 
non-Self, and not the Self that is the Brahman, imme- 
diate and direct. Therefore one should turn away 
from it. This is the import of this section. One 
whose mind is not averse to this non-Self, has no in- 
clination to meditate upon the Self, one’s own world, 
as ‘I am Brahman,’ for the two _ tendencies—one 
going outwards and the other devoting itself to the 
inner Self—are contradictory. Compare the following 
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from the Katha Upanisad (IV. 1): ‘The self-born 
Lord injured the organs by making them outgoing in 
their tendencies. Therefore they perceive only external 
things, but not the inner Self. Once in a while some 
steady man, desiring immortality, turns his gaze in- 
wards and sees the inner Self.’ l 
How can one establish the fact that this differen- 
tiated and undifferentiated universe made up of ac- 
tions, their factors and their results, consists only of 
name, form and action, and is not the Self? This is 
being answered: Of those names as set forth (in the 
preceding portion), speech, i.e. sound in general-—for 
it has been stated, ‘And any kind of sound is but the 
organ of speech’ (I. v. 3)—is the Uktha, the cause or 
material of these particular names, as the salt rock is 
of particles of salt. This is expressed by the text: 
For all names, the differentiations such as Yajnadatta 
and Devadatta, spring from it, this generality of 
names, like particles of salt from the salt rock. And 
an effect is not separate from its cause. Also partic- 
ulars are included in the general. How does the 
relation of general and particulars apply here? It, 
sound in general, is their Sáman, so called because of 
sameness, i.e., common feature. For it is common to 
all names, which are its own particular forms. Another 
reason is that the particular names, being derived from 
it, are not different from it. And we see that some- 
thing which is derived from another is not different 
from it, as a jar, for instance, is not different from 
clay. How are particular names derived from speech? 
This is being explained: Because it, what is designated 
by the word ‘speech,’ is their Brahman, self, for names 
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are derived from speech, since they have no reality 
apart from sound. This is being demonstrated: For 
it, sound in general, sustains or supports all names or 
particular sounds by giving them reality. Thus on 
account of their relation as cause and effect, and as 
general and particulars, and the one giving the other 
reality, particular names are proved to be just sound. 
Similarly in the next two paragraphs all this is to be 
applied as here set forth. 


sa surf agag; oet fe calf 
«qure (€f, qagat ara, uate aa sd: uu; 
gazai set, cafe aati surfer fants N R N 


2. Now of forms the eye (anything visible) 
is the Uktha (source), for all forms spring from 
it. It is their Saman (common feature), for it is 
common to all forms. It is their Brahman (self), 
for it sustains all forms. 

Now of forms, white, black, etc., the eye, i.e. 
anything that is perceptible to the eye, form in general, 
or whatever is visible, which is here denoted by the 
word ‘eye,’ (is the Uktha). For all forms spring from 
it. It is their Sàman, for it is common to all forms, 
It is their Brahman, for it sustains all forms. 


aa mAAR, ad & aair 
magisa; ai am, aR ad: wur 
aay; cata aa, wate aat ennt fate ; 
eremi AINA, saan TH: ARNAN, ; 
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MATA ANA GA; Att A ssa, aac 
BAL, AAT ATI: qo» LA TT Sato dd 
gfe ASNA: | 


3. And of actions the body (activity) is the 
Uktha (source), for all actions spring from it. 
It is their Saman (common feature), for it is 
common to all actions. It is their Brahman 
(self), for it sustains all actions. These three 
together are one—this body, and the body, 
although one, is these three. This immortal 
entity is covered by truth (the five elements): 
The vital force is the immortal entity, and name 
and form are truth; (so) this vital force is 
covered by them. 


Now all particular actions consisting of thought 
and perception as well as movement are being sum- 
med up in activity in general. How? Of all particular 
actions the body, i.e. activity in general, is the Uktha. 
The activity of the body is here called the ‘body,’ for 
it has been stated that one works through the body. 
And all activity is manifested in the body. Hence 
action or activity in general, having its seat in the 
body, is designated by the word ‘body.’ The rest is 
to be explained as before. These three, viz. name, 
form and action described above, combining together, 
being the support of one another and the cause of one 
another’s manifestation, and merging in one another, 
like three sticks supporting one another, are one. In 
what form are they unified? This is being stated: 
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This body, this aggregate of body and organs. This 
has been explained under the three kinds of food, 
‘This body is identified with these,’ etc. (I. v. 3). The 
whole differentiated and undifferentiated universe is 
this much—consists of name, form and action. And the 
body, although one, viz. this aggregate of body and 
organs, yet existing in different forms in its aspects 
relating to the body, the elements and the gods, 1s 
these three, name, form and action. This immortal 
entity, presently to be mentioned, is covered by truth. 
This sentence is being explained: The vital force, 
which is of the nature of an organ, which supports the 
body from within, and is (a limiting adjunct of) the 
Self, is the immortal entity. And name and form, 
represented by the body, which is an effect, ave truth. 
(So) thts vital force, which is active and supports name 
and form, ts covered or hidden (by them), which are 
external, made up of the body, subject to ongin and 
destruction, and mortal. Thus the nature of the 
relative universe, which is the subject-matter of ignor- 
ance, has been pointed out. After this the Self, which 
is the subject-matter of knowledge, has to be studied. 
Hence the second chapter is being commenced. 


CHAPTER II 
. SECTION I 


"The Self alone is to be meditated upon' (I. iv. 
7) ; to search after It is to search after everything ; and 
that Self, being dearer than everything else, is to be 
searched after. The passage, ‘It knew only Itself as, 
“I am Brahman''' (I. iv. 1o), shows that the Self 
alone is the subject-matter of knowledge. And what 
is concerned with seeing differences is the subject- 
matter of ignorance, as indicated in the passage, '(He 
who worships another god thinking), ''He is one, and 
I am another," does not know’ (Ibid.). ‘It should be 
realised in one form only’ (IV. iv. 20), ‘He goes from 
death to death who sees difference, as it were, in It’ 
(IV, iv. 19 ; Ka. IV. ro)—in such passages as these all 
the Upanisads differentiate the subject-matter of knowl- 
edge from that of ignorance. 


Of these the whole’ subject-matter of ignorance has 
been explained up to the end of the first chapter, by 
assigning the differences regarding ends and means to 
their respective places. And that entire subject-matter 
of ignorance which has been so explained is of two 
kinds: Internally it is the vital force, the sustainer and 
illuminer, and immortal—comparable to the posts etc. 
of a house. Externally it is denoted by the word 
‘truth,’ which is an effect, non-luminous, subject to 
birth and death, and mortal—corresponding to the 
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straw, Kuga grass and earth in a house. ‘By that is 
the vital force (denoted by the word ‘immortality’) 
covered’—thus it has been concluded. And that 
same vital force has various ramifications according to 
the different external media through which it mani- 
fests itself. It is said that the vital force is one god. 
Its one common external body, with the sun etc. as its 
different parts, is variously designated by such terms 
denoting the body as Viraj, Vai$vanara, the self of a 
human form, Prajapati, Ka and Hiranyagarbha. To 
think that Brahman, one and manifold, is this much 
only, that there is nothing more than this, and that he 
is completely limited by each body, conscious, the 
agent and experiencer, has obvious reference to the 
subject-matter of ignorance. A Brahmana named 
Gargya who has accepted this (conditioned) Brahman 
as his self, is put forward as the speaker ; while Ajata- 
Satru, who believes in the opposite kind of Brahman 
as his self, is the listener. 

This method is adopted because if a subject is 
presented in the form of a story comprising a prima 
facie view and a conclusion, it is easily understood by 
the listener. If, on the contrary, it is presented only 
through sentences that convey the bare meaning, as in 
the case of logic, it is very difficult to understand, 
because the truth is highly abstruse. As has been 
elaborately shown in the Katha Upanisad, in such 
passages as, ‘That which is rare for many even to 
hear of,’ etc. (II. 7), that Brahman is intelligible only 
to a highly purified divine intellect and unintelligible 
to an ordinary intellect. So also in the Chhandogya 
Upanisad, ‘He only knows who has got a teacher’ 
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(VI. xiv. 2), and 'Knowledge received from the 
teacher alone (is best) (Ch. IV. ix. 3). And in the 
Gita, ‘Sages who have realised the truth will instruct 
you in knowledge’ (IV. 34). Here too the great 
abstruseness of Brahman will be set forth in elaborate 
detail in the conversation between Sakalya and Yajna- 
valkya. Hence the attempt to present the truth in the 
form of a story comprising a prima facie view and a 
conclusion is quite reasonable. 

Moreover, the story is meant to teach rules of 
conduct. If the teacher and the student be such and 
such, then the import underlying the story is under- 
stood. The story also forbids the use of mere argu- 
mentation, as given out in the following Sruti and 
Smrti passages, ‘This understanding is not to be 
attained through argument’ (Ka. II. 9), and ‘To one 
who has been burnt by logic-chopping (this instruction 
is) not (to be given)’ (Mbh. XII. cclii. 18). That faith 
is a great factor in the realisation of Brahman is 
another implication of the story, because in the story 
Gàrgya and AjataSatru are seen to have great faith. 
‘One who has faith attains knowledge,’ also says the 
Smrti (G. IV. 39). 


d querere: art are, a ET 
SMAI HRI, SUI Gb aaro ; @ ET TSITSITU- 
3", aeanaear arf qun, saat sam gfe d 
aat atf d R i | 

I. Om. There was a man of the Garga 
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family called Proud Balaki, who was a speaker.’ 
He said to Ajatasatru, the King of Benares, ‘ I 
will tell vou about Brahman.’ AjataSatru said, 
* For this proposal I give you a thousand (cows). 
People indeed rush saying, '' Janaka, Janaka. ”’ 
(I too have some of his qualities.)' | 


There was at some past date a man holding the 
prima facie view and knowing only the conditioned 
Brahman which is the subject-matter of ignorance, of 
the Garga family, descended from Garga, called Proud 
Bàláki. ‘Proud,’ because of his very ignorance about 
the real Brahman. ‘Balaki’—the son of Balaka. The 
particle ‘ha’ refers to tradition as set forth in the story. 
Who was a speaker, one skilled in expounding, 
eloquent. He said to Ajatasatru, the King of Benares, 
after approaching him, ‘I will tell you about Brah- 
man. Thus accosted, Ajatasatra said, ‘ For this pro- 
posal that you have made to me I give you a thousand 
cows.’ The idea is, that little statement is the reason 
for the gift of a thousand cows. Why is the instruction 
about Brahman itself not made the reason for this gift, 
instead of the mere proposal about it? Because the 
Sruti itself sets forth the King’s intention. The two 
sentences, ‘Janaka is benevolent,’ and ‘Janaka loves 
to hear, have been condensed into the two words 
‘Janaka, Janaka.’ Indeed signifies a well-known fact. 
The King means: Janaka is benevolent, and he likes 
to hear about Brahman ; so people who want tc hear 
or speak about Brahman or want some present rush 


1 The same topic is dealt with in the fourth and last 
chapter of the Kausitaki Upanisad also. 
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to him. Therefore (by your proposal) you have given 
me too a chance to demonstrate all those qualities. 


a Raa ana: a aÀ get genu 
sears eft ; a Aara: at Aaaa, 
efergr: saat gerat gat carla qm agara git ; 
a a gigas: ei pret qat WISH 
arate tt 2 ul. 


2. Gárgya said, ' That being who is in the 
sun, I meditate upon as Brahman.’ Ajatasatru 
said, ‘ Please don’t talk about him. I meditate 
upon him as all-surpassing, as the head of all 
beings and as resplendent.’ He who meditates 
upon him as such becomes all-surpassing, the 
head of all beings and resplendent. 

When the King was thus eager to listen and turned 
towards him, Gàrgya said, ‘The being who identifies 
himself both with the sun and the eye, and who having 
entered the body through the eye resides in the heart 
as the ego, the experiencer and agent—that being I 
meditate or look upon as Brahman in this aggregate 
of body and organs. Therefore I ask you to meditate 
upon that being as Brahman.’ Thus addressed, 
Ajátasatra replied stopping him by a gesture of the 
hand, ‘Please don’t talk about him, this Brahman, as 
something to be known.’ The repetition of the 
negative particle is for stopping further speech. 
‘When both of us know the same Brahman, you insult 
me by trying to make me out as ignorant. Hence 
please don’t discuss this Brahman. If you know of 
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any other Brahman, you should tell me of that, and 
not of what I already know. If, however, you think 
that I know only Brahman, but not his particular 
attributes nor the results of meditating upon them, 
please don’t think so, for I know all that you speak 
of. How? All-surpassing, who exists surpassing all 
beings ; also the head of all beings ; and resplendent, 
being endowed with resplendence. I metitate upon 
the Brahman with these attributes as the agent and 
experiencer in this aggregate of body and organs.' 
And one who meditates upon such conditioned Brah- 
man obtains results accordingly. He who meditates 
upon him as such becomes all-surpassing, the head of 
all beings and resplendent, for the results must corres- 
pond with the particular attributes meditated upon. 
As the Sruti says, ‘One becomes exactly as one 
meditates upon Him’ (S. X. v. 2. 20). 


a rar gr, q carat ed ger cata 
snra ger, a Qarama, ar Hafenedu- 
faz, gemmea: AA cmd dT agaaqare 
aft; @ a ATAR Ga: sad? vata, 


segre etae tl 3 tt 


3. Gárgya said, ‘ That being who is in the 
moon, I meditate upon as Brahman.’ Ajata- 
Satru said, ' Please don’t talk about him. I 
meditate upon him as the great, white-robed, 
radiant Soma. ’* He who meditates upon him 


1 The word means the moon as well as a famous creeper 
of ancient India which together with its juice was indispens- 
able to sacrifices. 


17 
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as such has abundant Soma pressed in his 
principal and auxiliary sacrifices every day, and 
his food never gets short. 


When Ajàtaéatru in the course of the dialogue 
refuted the presentation of the sun as Brahman, Gargya 
put forward another, viz. the presentation of the moon 
as Brahman. That being who is in the moon and also 
in the mind as the experiencer and agent—all this is 
as in the previous paragraph. His attributes are: 
Great in size; white-robed, because the vital force 
(which identifies itself with the moon) has an aqueous 
body ; and radiant Soma. Considering the moon and 
the drink-yielding creeper Soma that is pressed in 
sacrifices to be one, I meditate upon that as Brahman. 
He who meditates upon Brahman as such, with the 
above-mentioned attributes, has abundant Soma press- 
ed in his principal sacrifices and all the more in his 
auxilivay sacrifices every day. That is, he has the 
means of performing both kinds of sacrifices. And his 
food never gets short, because he meditates upon 
Btahman as consisting of food. 


a rater meat:, a agra Aga ger uen 
adaa eft; «p Aaaama, at RaRa- 
Rg, asredtfa ar agtagqara fa; a a qada- 
gn deret & wah, Aafa grea om 


aaf Neu 


4. Gārgya said, ‘That being who is in 
lightning, I meditate upon as Brahman.’ Ajāta- 
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Satru said, ‘ Please don't talk about him. I 
meditate upon him as powerful.’ He who 
meditates upon him as such becomes powerful, 
and his progeny too becomes powerful. 


Likewise there is one god im lightning, the skin 
and the heart. Powerful is the attribute. The result 
of this meditation is that he becomes powerful, and 
his progeny too becomes powerful. Because lightning 
may be of diverse forms, the result of the meditation 
reaches his progeny as well as himself. 


€ Üa SL, a QNAR ger waar 
Aa R; xp ETqTe STENT, ar Hafened- 
fagr. qutsprerdtfer aT agga fa; aa 
qag qua awa quc, meme 
IAA N S N 


5. Gargya said, ' This being who is in the 
ether, I meditate upon as Brahman.’ Ajāta- 
$atru said, ' Please don’t talk about him. I 
meditate upon him as full and unmoving.’ He 
who meditates upon him as such is filled with 
progeny and cattle, and his progeny is never 
extinct from this world. 


Likewise there is one god in the ether, in the 
ether enclosed by the heart and in the heart. Full and 
unmoving are the two attributes. The result of medi- 
tation on Brahman with the attribute of fullness is that 
he is filled with progeny and cattle, while that of 
meditation on the attribute of immobility is that his 
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progeny is never extinct from this world —the conti- 
nuity of his line. 


a Qaa må, d qari wr quw duin 
sear vf, a Aaaa, at Hafeneda- 
Ra, sea dupwStsqerfsrer Sra ur aage 
at; @ a usare: iraka- 
ALTA Ul & N 


6. Gargya said, ‘ This being who is in air, 
I meditate upon as Brahman.’ AjataSatru said, 
‘Please don’t talk about him. I meditate upon 
him as the Lord, as irresistible, and as the un- 
vanquished army. ' He who meditates upon him 
as such ever becomes victorious and invincible, 
and conquers his enemies. 

Likewise there is one god im air, the vital force 
and the heart. The Lord, irresistible and the un- 
vanquished army, one that has never been defeated by 
enemies, are the attributes. ‘Army,’ because the 
Maruts (the air-gods) are known to be a group. And 
the result of the meditation is that he ever becomes 
victorious and invincible by enemies, and conquers his 
enemies. 


a gaa EU, a caraaat qus qatar 
Aaa sft; a Aaaa, at Saferiu- 
far, Raak ar agaga eff; @ a Ta- 
Pane frat mía, Rakei om 
WAT | 9 n 
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7. Gārgya said, ‘ This being who is in fire, 
I meditate upon as Brahman.’ Ajatasatru said, 
* Please don’t talk about him. I meditate upon 
him as forbearing.’ He who meditates upon 
him as such becomes forbearing, and his progeny 
too becomes forbearing. 


There is one god im fire, speech and the heart. 
Forbearing, tolerant of others, is the attribute. As 
fire has many forms, the result includes the progeny, 
as before. 


a waa mA, q cag ger cata 
serra zr. @ grarastvava:, ar RaRa- 
fasr, sew eft ar agaga cia; a a qa- 
Raqued sed Bagara, afte, smit 
Rer SERCSRTAR N < UI 


8. Gaàrgya said, ‘This being who is in water, 
I meditate upon as Brahman.’ Ajata$atru said, 
‘Please don't talk about him. I meditate upon 
him as agreeable.” He who meditates upon him 
as such has only agreeable things coming to him, 
and not contrary ones; also from him are born 
children who are agreeable. 


There is one god in water, the seed and the heart. 
Agreeable, i.e. not contrary to the Srutis and Smrtis, 
is his attribute. The result is that only agreeable 
things, those in accordance with the injunctions of the 
Srutis and Smrtis, come to him, not adverse ones. 
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Another result is that from him are born children who 
are such (i.e. obeying the scriptures). 


a gata Gu, q qarana get qatar 
maar xr. a Carag, at Hefüredu- 
fagi, Oras ur agaga xr. uou qa- 
Ragas ARs vale Aaret sum vale, 


anit 3: aftereata adaa RAA N e N 

g. Gārgya said, ‘This being who is in a 
looking-glass, I meditate upon as Brahman.’ 
Ajātaśatru said, ‘ Please don’t talk about him. 
I meditate upon him as shining.’ He who 
meditates upon him as such becomes shining, 
and his progeny too becomes shining. He also 
outshines all those with whom he comes in 
contact. 

There is one god in a looking-glass and 1n other 
reflecting objects such as a sword, and in the intellect, 
which is pure of material. Shining, naturally bright, 
is the attribute. The result of the meditation is like- 
wise. The progeny is included in the result, because 
there are many shining objects. 


a Ga UR, q usn ed qumesensade- 
amare senara xr. a Aara, ar Aa- 
feaiaiter:, agici ar agtagaa cat; a 7 
depre: ad terfigns enm, ad qo 
HITS TT TET N Le N | 
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IO. Gargya said, ‘This sound that issues 
behind a man as he walks, I meditate upon as 
Brahman.’ Ajatasatru said, ' Please don't talk 
about him. I meditate upon him as life.’ He 
who meditates upon him as such attains his full 
term of life in this world, and life does not depart 
from him before the completion of that term. 


Considering the sound that issues behind a man 
as he walks and the vital force which is the cause of 
life in this body to be one, he says, ‘This sound,’ etc. 
Life is the attribute. The result of the meditation is 
that he attains his full term of life in this world, as 
acquired through his past work, and even though 
troubled by disease, life does not depart from him 
before the completion of that term, measured by that 
past work. 


a dara mà, q card (qe quw cater 
Ana ga; A Aaaa, Hr Aafa- 
(agr, fadiaisaqn fa ar aaga cfe, 
a a qig Raama cu, aren 
B SEIN 


II. Gaàrgya said, ' This being who is in the 
quarters, I meditate upon as Brahman.’ Ajata- 
$atru said, ' Please don’t talk about him, I 
meditate upon him as second and as non- 
separating. He who meditates upon him as 
such gets companions, and his followers never 
depart from him. 
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There is one god in the quarters, the ears and the 
heart, viz. the Aávins, the twin-gods who are never 
separated from each other. His attributes are: being 
attended with a companion and not being separated 
from one another, the quarters and the A$vins having 
these characteristics. And the man who meditates 
upon this gets that as a result, viz. being attended by 
companions and not being deserted by his followers. 


€ Cara GT: q Gud SUUM: Ger Cer 
aaa fr, a Aaaa, at afe 
Rg: aegfcfa ar adaga ga; a a qaa- 
mure ad RAAR sata, d4 qu «mv 
JTS i RR I 


I2. Gargya said, ' This being who identifies 
himself with the shadow, I meditate upon as 
Brahman.’ AjataSatru said, ‘Please don't talk 
about him. I meditate upon him as death.’ He 
who meditates upon him as such attains his full 
term of life in this world, and death does not 
overtake him before the completion of that term. 

There is one god in the shadow or external dark- 
ness, internally in ignorance, which is a veil, and in 
the heart. His attribute is death. The result of the 
meditation is as before, the only difference being that 
in the absence of premature death he is free from 
suffering due to disease etc. 


a Ama qme, a qaaa quu demum 
aAa R; a Aaaama, ar Safeme- 
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fag, arem RR ar adaga ef; a a aa- 
guea arenedt m wala, erenfedt eer oat 
Aaa um quote qma: | 23 N 


I3. Gargya said, ‘ This being who is in the 
self, I meditate upon as Brahman.’ Ajatasatru 
said, ‘ Please don’t talk about him, I meditate 
upon him as self-possessed.' He who meditates 
upon him as such becomes self-possessed, and 
his progeny too becomes self-possessed. Gargya 
remained silent. 


There is one god in the self or Hiranyagarbha, in 
the intellect and the heart. His attribute is self- 
possessed. The result of the meditation is that he 
becomes self-possessed, and his progeny too becomes 
self-possessed. It should be noted that since the in- 
tellect is different according to each individual, the 
result is extended to the progeny also. 

When his conceptions of Brahman were thus 
rejected one by one owing to the King’s having 
already known them, Gargya, with his knowledge of 
Brahman exhausted, had nothing more to say in reply 
and remained silent, with his head bent down. 


€a ETHTeTSITTSUE:, qaaa 3 xf; eamm ; 
serrer fife wad , a ara ses WW cur 
arate ELE, 


I4. AjataSatru said, ' Is this all?’ ‘ This is 
all.’ ‘By knowing this much one cannot know 
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(Brahman).’ Gargya said, ‘I approach you as 
a student.’ 

Seeing Gargya in that state Ajātaśatru said, ‘Is 
this all the knowledge of Brahman that you have? Or 
is there anything else?’ The other said, ‘This ts all.’ 
Ajatagatru said, ‘By knowing this much one cannot 
claim to know Brahman. Why then did you proudly 
say you would teach me about Brahman?’ 

Objection : Does it mean that this much knowl- 
edge amounts to nothing? 

Reply: No, for the Sruti describes meditations 
with particular results. Those passages cannot cer- 
tainly be construed as mere eulogy. For wherever a 
meditation has been set forth, we find phrases convey- 
ing original injunctions as for instance, ‘All-surpass- 
ing, (the head) of all beings’ (II. i. 2). And corres- 
ponding results are everywhere distinctly mentioned. 
This would be inconsistent were the passages merely 
eulogistic. 

Objection : Why then was it said, 'By knowing 
this much one cannot know (Brahman)?' 


Reply : There is nothing wrong in it. It has a 
relation to the capacity of the aspirant. Gargya, who 
knew only the conditioned Brahman, proceeded to 
teach Ajatasatru, who was the listener, about Brah- 
man. Therefore the latter, who knew the uncondi- 
tioned Brahman, was right in saying to Gàrgya, 'You 
do not know the true or unconditioned Brahman that 
you proceeded to teach me about.' If he wanted to 
refute Gargya's knowledge of the conditioned Brahman 
too. he would not say, ‘By knowing this much’ ; he 
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would simply say, ‘You know nothing.’ Therefore 
we admit that in the sphere of ignorance there are all 
these phases of Brahman. Another reason for saying, 
'By knowing this much one cannot know (Brahman),’ 
is that this knowledge of the conditioned Brahman 
leads to that of the Supreme Brahman. That these 
phases of Brahman consist of name, form and action 
and have to be known in the sphere of ignorance, has 
been shown in the first chapter. Therefore the state- 
ment, ‘By knowing this much one cannot know 
(Brahman),’ implies that there 1s some other phase of 
Brahman which should be known.  Gargya, being 
versed in the code of conduct, knew that that knowl- 
edge must not be imparted to one who was not a 
regular student. So he himself said, ‘I approach you 
as would any other student approach his teacher.’ 


a gharersresr, cast Saraga: afr 
quur, sa a wait, sa cat faeta ; 
ad nmng, at & gad gamang, qHd- 
ainfreersatat, Gea eaa: ata eee. 
a dreed, d mms ahaa, a 
greet th 2% i 


15. AjataSatru said, ' It is contrary to usage 
that a Brahmana should approach a Ksatriya 
thinking, “ He will teach me about Brahman.’’ 
However ‘I will instruct you.’ Taking Gargya 
by the hand he rose. They came to a sleeping 
man. (Ajatasgatru) addressed him by these 
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names, ' Great, White-robed, Radiant, Soma.' 
The man did not get up. (The King) pushed 
him with the hand till he awoke. Then he got up. 

Ajatasatru said: It is contrary to usage—what is 
so?—that a Brahmana, who comes of a superior caste 
qualified to be a teacher, should approach a Ksatriya, 
who is by custom not a teacher, in the róle ofa 
student, with a view to receiving instruction from him 
about Brahman. This is forbidden in the scriptures 
laying down rules of conduct. Therefore remain as a 
teacher ; I will anyway instruct you about the true 
Brahman which should be known, knowing which one 
can claim to have a knowledge of Brahman. 


Seeing Gàrgya abashed, in order to set him at 
ease, he took him by the hand and rose. They, Gàrgya 
and Ajatasatru, came to a man who was asleep in a 
certain part of the palace. Coming to him he address- 
ed the sleeping man by tnese names, ‘Great, White- 
robed, Radiant, Soma.’ Even though thus addressed, 
the sleeping man did not get up. Finding he did not 
awake, (the King) pushed him again and again with 
the hand till he awoke. Then he got up. From this 
it was evident that the being whom Gargya wanted to 
convey was not Brahman, the agent and experiencer 
in this body. 

Objection : How do you know that the act of 
going to the sleeping man, calling him and his not 
getting up indicate that the Brahman advocated by 
Gargya is not (the true) Brahman? 


Reply : In the waking state, as the "v" whom 
Gargya put forward as Brahman, the agent and ex- 
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periencer, is in touch with the organs, so is the being 
put forward by Ajatasatru— who is the master of the 
other being—in touch with them, as a king is with his 
servants. But the grounds of ascertaining the differ- 
ence between the two beings put forward by Gargya 
and Ajàtasatru, that stand in the relation of servant 
and master respectively, cannot be discriminated, be- 
cause they are then mixed up. That is to say, the 
experiencer is the seer or subject, and not an object, 
and that which is not the experiencer is an object, and 
not the subject ; but these two, being mixed up in the 
waking state, cannot be shown separately. Hence 
their going to a sleeping man. 


Objection: Even in the sleeping man there is 
nothing to determine that when addressed by special 
names, only the experiencer will perceive, and not the 
non-experiencer. 


Reply : Not so, for the characteristics of the 
being whom Gargya means are well-defined. That 
vital force which is covered by 'truth' (name and 
form constituting the gross body), which is the self (the 
subtle body) and immortal, which does not set when 
the organs have set (are inactive), whose body is 
water, which is white-robed, great, on account of 
being without a rival, and is the radiant Soma consist- 
ing of sixteen digits ——that vital force remains just as 
it is known to be, doing its function, with its (active) 
nature intact. Nor does Gargya mean that any other 
agency contrary to the vital force is active at that 
time. Hence it should know when called by its own 
names ; but it did not. Therefore by the principle 
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of the residuum the Brahman meant by Gārgya is 
proved not to be the experiencer. 


If the Brahman meant by Gàrgya were the ex- 
periencer by its very nature, it would perceive objects 
whenever it came in contact with them. For instance, 
fire, whose nature it is to burn and illumine, must 
always burn any combustible it gets, such as straw or 
tender grass, and also illumine things. If it does not, 
we cannot assert that fire burns or illumines. Likewise, 
if the vital force advocated by Gargya were by nature 
such that it would perceive sound and other objects 
that came within its range, it would perceive the words 
‘Great, White-robed.' etc.. which are appropriate 
objects for it ; just as fire invariably burns and illumines 
straw, tender grass, etc., that come in contact with it. 
Therefore, since it did not perceive sound etc. coming 
within its range, we conclude that it is not by nature 
an experiencer ; for a thing can never change its nature. 
Therefore it is conclusively proved that the vital force 
is not the experiencer. 


Objection: May not the non-perception be due 
to its failure to associate the particular names by 
which it was addressed with itself? It may be like this: 
As when one out of a number of persons sitting 
together is addressed, he may hear, but may not 
particularly understand that it is he who is being 
called, because of his failure to associate his particular 
name with himself, similarly the vital force does not 
perceive the words addressed to it, because it fails to 
understand that the names such as 'Great' are its own 
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and to associate them with itself, and not because it 
is other than the knower. 


Reply : Not so, for when the vital force is ad- 
mitted to be a deity, the non-association in question 
is impossible. In other words, one who admits that 
the deity identifying himself with the moon etc. is the 
vital force in the body, and is the experiencer (self), 
must also admit, for the sake of intercourse with him, 
that he associates himself with his particular names. 
Otherwise no intercourse with him will be possible in 
the acts of invocation etc. 


Objection: The objection is not proper, since 
according to the view that makes the experiencer (self) 
other than the vital force, there is a similar non- 
perception. In other words, one who posits a different 
experiencer from the vital force must admit that it too, 
when called by such names as ‘Great,’ should hear 
them, because those names then apply to it. But we 
never see it do this when called by those names. 
Therefore the fact that the vital force fails to hear the 
call is no proof that it is not the experiencer. 


Reply : Not so, for that which possesses some- 
thing as a part of it cannot identify itself with only 
that much. According to the view that holds the 
experiencer to be other than the vital force, the latter 
is one of its instruments, and it is the possessor of 
them. It does not identify itself with only the deity 
of the vital force, as one does not with one’s hand. 
Therefore it is quite reasonable that the experiencer, 
identifying itself with the whole, does not hear when 
addressed by the names of the vital force. Not so, 
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however, with the latter when it is addressed by its 
special names. Besides, the self does not identify 
itself with just a deity. | 

Objection: Such a view is untenable, because 
we sometimes see that the self does not hear even when 
called by its own name. For instance, when a man is 
fast asleep, he does not sometimes hear even when 
called by his conventional name, say Devadatta. 
Similarly the vital force, although it is the experiencer, 
does not hear. 

Reply : Not so, for there is this difference 
between the self and the vital force that the former 
sleeps, but the latter does not. When the self is asleep, 
its organs do not function, being absorbed in the vital 
force. So it does not hear even when its own name 
is called. But if the vital force were the experiencer, 
its organs should never cease to function, nor should 
it fail to hear the call, since it is ever awake. 


Objection : It was not proper to call it by its 
unfamiliar names. There are many familiar names 
denoting the vital force, such as Prana. Leaving them 
aside, to call it by unfamiliar names such as 'Great' 
was not proper, for it is against convention. Therefore 
we maintain that although it failed to hear, the vital 
force is the experiencer. 


Reply : No, for the purpose of using those un- 
familiar names was to refute the contention that the 
deity of the moon is the experiencer. To be explicit: 
That the vital force which is in this body and ever 
awake is not the experiencer, has already been proved 
simply by its failure to hear the call. But names 
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denoting the deity of the moon were addressed to it to 
disprove Gargya’s contention that the vital force, 
which is the same as the deity of the moon, is the 
experiencer in this body. This purpose could not be 
served if the vital force were addressed by its popular 
names. By the refutation of the vital force the con- 
tention that any other organ is the experiencer is also 
refuted, because no organ can function at that time, 
all being absorbed in the vital force. (And no other 
deity can be the experiencer), for there is no such 
deity. 

Objection : There is, for a number of gods with 
particular attributes have been mentioned in the por- 
tion beginning with ‘All-surpassing’ and ending with 
‘Self-possessed.’ 

Reply : Not so, for all the Srutis admit them to 
be unified in the vital force, as in the illustration of 
the spokes and nave. Moreover, in the passages, 
‘Covered by truth’ (I. vi. 3), and ‘The vital force is 
the immortal entity’ (Ibid.), no other experiencer 
besides the vital force is admitted.! Also, in the 
passages, 'This indeed is all the gods' (I. iv. 6), and 
'Which is that one god? The vital force' (III. ix. 9), 
all the gods have been shown to be unified in the vital 
force. 


Similarly none of the organs can be put forward 
as the experiencer ; for in that case it would be im- 
possible to connect memory, perception, wish, etc. in - 
the same subject, as in the case of different bodies. 
What one person has seen another cannot recollect, or 


!In the position taken by Gargya. 
18 
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perceive, or wish, or recognise. Therefore none of the 
organs can by any means be the experiencer. Nor 
can mere (momentary) consciousness! be such. 


Objection : Why not take the body itself to be 
the experiencer, why imagine something over and 
above it? 


Reply : That cannot be, for we notice a difference 
made by the pushing. If this aggregate of body and 
organs were the experiencer, then, since this aggregate 
ever remains the same, pushing or not pushing would 
not make any difference as regards awaking. If, how- 
ever, something other than the body were the experi- 
encer, then, since it has different kinds of relation to 
the body, and may presumably get pleasure, pain or 
stupor as the varied result of its past actions, according 
as they were good, indifferent, or bad, there would 
naturaly be a difference in the perception due to 
pushing or not pushing. But were the body itself the 
experiencer, there should not be any difference, since 
differences concerning relation and the result of past 
actions would be out of place in that case. Nor should 
there be any difference due to the strength or feeble- 
ness of the sound, touch, etc. But there ¢s this differ- 
ence, since Ajatasatru roused the sleeping man, whom 
a mere touch could not awaken, by repeatedly pushing 
him with the hand. Therefore it is proved that that 
which awoke through pushing—blazing forth, as it 
were, flashing, as it were, and come from somewhere, 


1 Without an abiding substratum: the view of the 
Yogacara school of Buddhism. 
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as it were, rendering the body different from what it 
was, endowing it with consciousness, activity, a differ- 
ent look, etc.—is an entity other than the body and 
different from the types of Brahman advocated by 


Gargya. 


Moreover the vital force, being a compound, must 
be for the benefit of some other entity. We have 
already said that it, like the post etc. of a house, is the 
internal supporter of the body and is combined with 
the body etc. It is also as a felloe is to the spokes. 
And in it, which is comparable to a nave, everything 
is fixed. Therefore we understand that like a house 
etc. it has been compounded for the benefit of some 
entity categorically different from its parts as also the 
aggregate. We see that the parts of a house such as 
posts, walls, straw and wood, as also the house itself, 
subserve the purpose of a person who sees, hears, 
thinks and knows them, and whose existence and 
manifestation are independent of the birth, growth, 
decay, death, name, form, effect and other attributes 
of those things. From this we infer that the parts of 
the vital force etc. as also the aggregates must sub- 
serve the purpose of some entity that sees, hears, 
thinks and knows them, and whose existence and 
manifestation are independent of the birth, growth, 
etc. of those things. 


Objection: But since the deity (called the vital 
force) 1s conscious, it is equal in status (to the self) ; 
so how can it be subordinate (to the other)? That the 
vital force is conscious has already been admitted when 
‘we see it addressed by particular names. And since 
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it is conscious, it cannot subserve the purpose of 
another, for it is equal in status. 


Reply : Not so, for the instruction that is sought 
to be conveyed is about the unconditioned, absolute 
Brahman. That the self identifies itself with action, 
its factors and its results, is due to the limitations of 
name and form and is superimposed by ignorance.’ lt 
is this that causes people to come under relative exist- 
ence, consisting in their identification with action and 
the rest. This has to be removed by a knowledge of 
the real nature of the unconditioned Self. Hence to 
teach about that this Upanisad (from this chapter) has 
been begun. For instance, it opens with, ‘I will tell 
you about Brahman' (II. i. 1), and 'By knowing this 
much one cannot know (Brahman) (II. i. 14) and 
concludes with, ‘This much indeed is (the means of) 
immortality, my dear' (IV. v. 15). And nothing else 
is either meant to be taught or expressed in between. 
Therefore there is no scope for the objection that one 
cannot be subordinate to the other, being equal in 
status. 


The relation of principal and subordinate is only 
for the dealinge of the differentiated or conditioned 
Brahman, and not the opposite One; whereas the 
whole Upanisad seeks to teach about the unconditioned 
Brahman, for it concludes with, 'This (self) is That 
which has been described as ‘‘Not this, not this," ' 
etc. (III. ix. 26 ; IV. ii. 4; IV. iv. 22; IV. v. 15). 
Therefore it is proved that there is a conscious Brah- 
man other than and different from these types of un- 
conscious Brahman. 
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16, Ajātaśatru said, ‘When this being full 
of consciousness (identified with the mind) was 
thus asleep, where was it, and whence did it thus 
come?’ Gargya did not know that. 


Having thus proved the existence of the self other 
than the body, Ajatasatru said to Gargya, “When this 
being full of consciousness was thus asleep, before being 
roused by pushing,’ etc. ‘Conciousness’ here means 
the instrument of knowledge, i.e. the mind, or more 
specifically, the intellect. — What then does the phrase 
‘full of consciousness’ mean? It means: which is 
perceived in the intellect, which is perceived through 
it, and which perceives through it. 


Objection : When the suffix ‘mayat’ has so many 
meanings, how do you know that it means ‘full of’? 


Reply : Because in such passages as, ‘This self 
is indeed Brahman, as well as identified with the 
intellect, the Manas' (IV. iv. 5), we see the suffix used 
in the sense of fulness. Besides, the self is never 
known to be a modification of the consciousness that 
is the Supreme Self. Again, in the passage, 'This 
being full of consciousness,' etc., the self is mentioned 
as something already familiar. And lastly, the mean- 
ings, ‘made of’ and ‘resembling,’ are here impossible. 
Hence on the principle of the residuum the meaning 
is fulness only. Therefore the phrase means, ‘Identi- 
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fied with the mind, which considers the pros and 

cons of a subject and does other functions.' 'Being' 

(Purusa), because it dwells in the intellect as in a city. 

The question, ‘Where was it then?’ is intended to 

teach the nature of the self. By a reference to the 

absence of effects before awaking, it is intended to 

show that the self is of a nature opposed to action, its 

factors and its results. Before awaking (in profound 

Sleep) it perceives nothing whatsoever like pleasure 

and so forth, which are the effects of past work. 

Therefore, not being caused by past work, we under- 

stand that that is the very nature of the self. In order 

to teach that the self was then in its nature, and that 

only when it deviates from it, it becomes—contrary to 

its nature—subject to transmigration, AjataSatru asks 
Gargya, who was abashed, with a view to enlightening 
him on the point. These two questions, ‘Where was 

tt then?’ and ‘Whence did it thus come?’ should have 
been asked by Gargya. But simply because he does 
not ask them, AjataSatru does not remain indifferent. 
He proceeds to explain them, thinking that Gargya 
must be instructed, for he himself has promised, 'I 
will instruct you.' Although thus enlightened, Gàrgya 
did not understand where the self was before awaking 
and whence it came the way it did, either to tell or: 
ask about them. He did not know that. 


a daramana: TT aagi ga ux fata- 
Wa: ga, aR arret Aa Aranaga a 
ASAI ARARSA ; at aa DETSDIO 
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& 

I7. Ajatasatru said, ‘When this being full 
of consciousness is thus asleep, it absorbs at the 
time the functions of the organs through its own 
consciousness. and lies in the Akasa (Supreme 
Self) that is in the heart. When this being 
absorbs them, it is called Svapiti. Then the nose 
is absorbed, the organ of speech is absorbed, the 
eye is absorbed, the ear is absorbed. and the 
mind is absorbed.' 


Ajàátasatru, to convey his intended meaning, said : 
Į shall answer the question I asked, viz. ‘When this 
being full of consciousness was thus asleep, where was 
it, and whence did it come?’ Listen. When this being 
full of consciousness is thus asleep, it absorbs at the 
lame the functions of the organs, their capacity to 
perceive their respective objects, through its own con- 
sciousness, the particular manifestation in its limiting 
adjunct, the mind, caused by its material, ignorance, 
and lies in the Akasa that ts in the heart. 'Akasa' here 
means the Supreme Self, which is identical with its 
own self. It lies in that Supreme Self, which is its own 
nature and transcendent ; not in the ordinary ether, 
for there is another Sruti in its support: ‘With Exist- 
ence, my dear, it is then united’ (Ch. VI. viii. 1). The 
idea is that it gives up its. differentjated forms, which 
are created by its connection with the limiting adjunct, 
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the subtle body, and remains in its undifferentiated, 
natural, absolute self. 

Objection : How do you know that when it gives 
up the superintendence over the body and organs, it 
lives in its own self? 

Repiy : Through its name being well-known. 

Objection : What is that? 

Reply : When this being absorbs them, the func- 
tions of the organs, i£ is called Svapiti. Then this is 
its! name that becomes widely known. And this name 
has reference to a certain attribute of its. It is called 
Svapiti, because it is merged in its own self. 

Objection : True, the fact of this name being 
well-known tells us of the transcendent character of the 
self, but there are no arguments in favour of it. 

Reply : There are. During sleep the nose (Prana) 
ts absorbed. ‘Prana’ here means the organ of smell, 
for the context deals with the organs such as that of 
speech. It is only when it is connected with these 
organs that the self is seen to have relative attributes, 
because of those limiting adjuncts. And these organs 
are then absorbed by it. How? The organ of speech 
is absorbed, the eye is absorbed, the ear is absorbed, 
and the mind is absorbed. Therefore it is clear that 
the organs being absorbed, the self rests in its own self, 
for then it is no more changed into action, its factors 
and its results. 


a aaacerern act H grer Brat: 5 agate 
WERIS wala, sta Agen, saatanaa f 


1 The word ‘Puruga’ in the text is explained as pane 
for the genitive case. 
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I8. When it thus remains in the dream state, 
these are its achievements: It then becomes an 
emperor, as it were, or a noble Brahmana, as it 
were, or attains states high or low, as it were. 
As an emperor, taking his citizens, moves about 
as he pleases in his own territory, so does it, 
thus taking the organs, move about as it pleases 
in its own body. 

Objection: Although it is dissociated from the 
body and organs in the dream state, which is a kind 
of experience, we observe it to be possessed of relative 
attributes: it is happy, miserable, bereaved of friends, 
as in the waking state, and grieves or is deluded. 
Therefore it must be possessed of attributes such as 
grief and delusion, and these as also pleasure, pain, 
etc. are not superimposed on it by the error brought 
on by its contact with the body and organs. 


Reply : No, because those experiences are false. 
When it, the self in question, remains in the dream 
state, which is a kind of experience, these are tts 
achievements, results of past work. What are they? 
It then becomes an emperor, as it were. This apparent 
suzerainty—not actual suzerainty, as in the waking 
state—is its achievement. Likewise a noble Brahmana, 
as it were. It also attains states high or low, such as 
that of a god or an animal, as it were. Its suzerainty 
and other achievements are absolutely false, for there 
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is the clause 'as it were,' and they are contradicted by 
waking experience. Therefore it is not actually con- 
nected with the grief, delusion, etc., caused by the loss 
of friends and so forth, in dreams. 


Objection: As its achievements of the waking 
state are not contradicted in that state, so its achieve- 
ments such as suzerainty, which occur in the dream 
state, are not contradicted in that state, and are a part 
of the self, not superimposed by ignorance. 


Reply : By demonstrating! that the self is a 
conscious entity distinct from the vital force etc., have 
we not indicated that its identification with the body 
and organs or with godhead in the waking state is 
superimposed by ignorance and is not real? How then 
can it start up as an illustration of the dream-world, 
like a dead man desiring to come back to life? 


Objection : True. Viewing the self, which is other 
than the body etc., as the body and organs or as a 
god, is superimposed by ignorance, like seeing a 
mother-of-pearl as a piece of silver. This is estab- 
lished by the very arguments that prove the existence 
of the self other than the body etc., but those argu- 
ments were not used specifically to prove the un- 
attached nature of the self. Therefore the illustration 
of viewing the self as the body and organs or as a god 
in the waking state is again brought forward. Every 
argument ceases to be a mere repetition if there is 
some little distinction in it. 


Reply: Not so. The achievements such as 


1 See commentary, p. 274. 
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suzerainty, which are perceived in a dream, are not a 
part of the self, for then we see a world which is distinct 
from it and is but a reflection of the world perceived 
in the waking state. In reality, an emperor, lying in 
his bed while his subjects are asleep in different places, 
sees dreams, with his senses withdrawn, and in that 
state finds himself, as in the waking state, to be an 
emperor, again surrounded by his subjects, taking 
part in a pageant and having enjoyments, as it were. 
Except the emperor sleeping in his bed, there is no 
second one who, surrounded by his subjects, is known 
to move about among the objects of enjoyment in the 
day-time—whom the former would visualise in sleep. 
Besides, one whose senses are withdrawn can never see 
objects having colour etc. Nor can there be in that 
body another. like it, and one sees dreams remaining 
only in the body. 


Objection : But one lying in bed sees oneself 
moving in the street. 


Reply : One does not see dreams outside. So 
the text goes on: As an emperor, taking his citizens, 
his retinue and others who minister to his comforts 
moves about as he pleases in his own lerntory, ac- 
quired through conquest etc., so does i£, this individual 
self, thus taking the organs, withdrawing them from 
the places they occupy in the waking state—'Etat' 
(this) is here an adverb (meaning, thus)—move about 
as it pleases in sts own body, not outside. That is, it 
experiences impressions corresponding to things previ- 
ously perceived, revived by its desires and the resultant 
of past actions. Therefore in dreams worlds that 
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never exist are falsely superimposed as being a part 
of the self. One must know the worlds experienced 
in the waking state also to be such. Hence it goes 
without saying that the self is pure, and is never 
connected with action, its factors and its results. Since 
in both waking and dream states we observe that the 
gross and subtle worlds consisting of action, its.factors 
and its results are but objects for the seer, therefore 
that seer, the self, is different from its objects, the 
worlds perceived in those states, and is pure. 


Since in a dream, which is a kind of experience, 
the impressions (of past experiences) are objects, we 
know that they are not attributes of the self, and that 
for this reason it is pure. Now in the passage, 'Tlien 
it moves about as it pleases, movement af pleasure 
has been spoken of. It may be urged that the relation 
of the seer to the objects is natural, and that therefore 
it becomes impure. Hence to establish its purity the 
Sruti says: 


aa Gat agar wala, uar a reno qu, fear 
am areal graata: agar gargana A- 
Sed, afa: maga gåaà Wa; a ar Fare 
ST aga at aeea alaaa e 
Tala, TRAIT TASHA i ge N 


IQ. Again when it becomes fast asleep— 
when it does not know anything—it comes back 
along the seventy-two thousand nerves called 
Hita, which extend from the heart to the peri- 
cardium (the whole body), and remains in the 
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body. As a baby, or an emperor, or a noble 
Brahmana lives, having attained the acme of 
bliss, so does it remain. | 


Again, when it becomes fast asleep, etc. Even 
when it dreams, it is nothing but pure. Again when 
giving up dreams, which are a kind of experience, i£ 
becomes fast: or perfectly asleep—attains its natural 
state of perfect purity,! becomes pure as it is by nature, 
giving up, like water, the impurity due to contact with 
other things, (then its purity is all the more clearly 
established). When does it become perfectly asleep? 
When it does not know anything. Or, does not know 
anything else relating to sound etc. The last few 
words have to be understood. The first is the right 
interpretation, for the purport is that there is no 
particular consciousness in the state of profound sleep. 


Thus it has been said that when there is no partic- 
ular consciousness, it is the state of profuond sleep. 
By what process does this take place? This is being 
described: Seventy-two thousand nerves called Huta, 
which are the metabolic effects of the food and drink 
in the body, extend from the heart, that lotus-shaped 
lump of flesh, to the pericardium, which here means 
the body ; that is, they branch off, covering the whole 
body like the veins of an ASsvattha leaf. The heart is 
the seat of the intellect, the internal organ, and the 
other or external organs are subject to that intellect 
abiding in the heart. Therefore in accordance with 
the individual’s past actions the intellect in the waking 


1 Samprasáda: a synonym of profound sleep. 
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state extends, along those nerves interwoven like a 
fish-net, the functions of the organs such as the ear to 
their seats, the outer ear etc., and then directs them. 
The individual self pervades the intellect with a 
reflection of its own manifested consciousness. And 
when the intellect contracts, it too contracts. That is 
the sleep of this individual self. And when it per- 
ceives the expansion of the intellect, it is waking 
experience. It follows the nature of its limiting 
adjunct, the intellect, just as a reflection of the moon 
etc. follows the nature of water and so forth. There- 
fore when the intellect that has the waking experience 
comes back along those nerves, the individual self too 
comes back and remains in the body, uniformly per- 
vading it, as fire does a heated lump of iron. 
Although it remains unchanged in its own natural self, 
it is here spoken of as remaining in the body, because 
it follows the activities of the intellect, which again is 
depertdent on one’s past actions. For the self has no 
contact with the body in profound sleep. It will be 
said later on, ‘He is then beyond all woes of the 
heart’ (IV. iii. 22). That this state is free from all 
miseries pertaining to relative existence is thus illus- 
trated: As a baby, or an emperor whose subjects are 
entirely obedient, and who .can do whatever he says, 
or a noble Brahmana who is exceedingly mature in 
erudition and modesty, lives, having attained the acme 
of bliss, literally, a degree of it that entirely blots out 
misery. It is a well-known fact that these, the. baby 
and the rest, while they remain in their normal state, 
are exceedingly happy. It is only when they depart 
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from it that they feel miserable, not naturally. There- 
fore their normal state is cited as an illustration, 
because it is well-known. The reference is not to their 
sleep, for sleep is the thing to be illustrated here. 
Besides there is no difference between their sleep and 
anybody else's. If there were any difference, the one 
might serve as an illustration of the other. Therefore 
their sleep is not the illustration. So, like this example, 
does it, the individual self, remain. ‘Eat’ is an adverb 
here. So does it remain in its own natural self beyond 
all relative attributes during profound sleep. 


The question, “Where was it then?’ (II. i. 16) has 
been answered. And by this answer the natural 
purity and transcendence of the individual self has 
been mentioned. Now the answer to the question, 
‘Whence did it come?’ (Ibid.) is being taken up. 


Objection :' If a man living at a particular village 
or town wants to go somewhere else, he starts from 
that very place, and from nowhere else. Such being 
the case, the question should only be, “Where was it 
then?' We very well know that a man comes from 
where he was, and from nowhere else. So the ques- 
tion, ‘Whence did it come?’ is simply fedundant. 


Reply : Do you mean to flout the Vedas? 


Objection: No, I only wish to hear some other 
meaning to the second question ; so I raise the objection 
of redundancy. 


Reply : Well then, we do not take the word 
‘whence’ in the sense of an ablative, since in that case 
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the question would be a repetition, but not if we take 
it in a different sense. 

-Objection © Then let us take the question as an 
inquiry about the cause. ‘Whence did it come?’ 
means, ‘What caused it to come here?’ S 

Reply : It cannot be an inquiry about the cause 
either, for we have a different kind of answer. For 
instance, the answer sets forth the origin of the whole 
universe from the Self, like sparks from fire, and so 
on. In the emanation of sparks the fire is not the 
efficient cause, but that from which they separate. 
Similarly in the sentence, ‘From this Self,’ etc. (this 
text), the Supreme Self is spoken of as that source from 
which the individual self emanates. Therefore the 
answer being different, you cannot take the word 
‘whence’ as an inquiry about the cause. 


Objection: Even if it were used in an ablative 
sense, the objection of redundancy would remain just 
the same. l 

Reply : Not so. The two questions are meant to 
convey that the self is not connected with action, its 
factors and its results. In the preceding chapter the 
subject-matter of knowledge and ignorance has been 
introduced. ‘The Self alone is to be meditated upon’ 
(I. iv. 7), ‘It knew only Itself’ (I. iv. ro), ‘One 
should meditate only upon the world of the Self’ 
(I. iv. rs)—these represent the subject-matter of 
knowledge. And that of ignorance includes rites with 
five factors and its three results, the three kinds of 
food, consisting of name, form and action. Of these, 
all that had to be said about the subject-matter of 
ignorance has been said. But the Self devoid of attri- 
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butes that is the subject-matter of knowledge has only 
been introduced, but not conclusively dealt with. To 
do this the present chapter has opened with, ‘I will 
tell you about Brahman’ (II. i. r), and also ‘I will 
instruct you’ (II. i. 15). Therefore that Brahman 
which is the subject-matter of knowledge, has to be 
explained in Its true nature. And Its true nature is 
devoid of differences relating to action, its factors and 
its results, exceedingly pure and one—this is the 
intended meaning. Therefore the Sruti raises two 
questions that are appropriate to it, viz. ‘Where was 
it then, and whence did it come?’ (II. i. 16). 


Now that in which a thing exists is its container, 
and what is there is the content, and the container 
and content are observed to be different. Similarly 
that from which a thing comes is its starting place, 
and that which comes is the agent, which is observed 
to be different from the other. Therefore one would 
be apt to think. in accordance with convention, that 
the self was somewhere, being different from that 
place, and came from somewhere, being different from 
it, and the means by which it came is also different 
from it. That idea has to be removed by the answer. 
(So it is stated that) this self was not in any place 
different from itself, nor did it come from any place 
different from itself, nor is there in the self any means 
different from itself. What then is the import? That 
the self was in its own Self. This is borne out by the 
Sruti passages, ‘It merges in its own Self’ (Ch. VI. 
viii. r), ‘With Existence, my dear, it is then united’ 
(Ibid.), ‘Fully embraced by the Supreme Self’ (IV. 
iii. 21), ‘Rests on the Supreme Self,’ etc. (Pr. IV. 7). 


19 
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For the same reason it does not come from any place 
different from itself. This is shown by the text itself, 
‘From this Self,’ etc. For there is no other entity 
besides the Self. 

Objection : There are other entities besides the 
Self, such as the organs. 

Reply : No, because the organs etc. spring from 
the Self alone. How this takes place is described as 
follows: 


a asiroterfireqegerterea , wre: gar rena 
agaca, uuHurEHIGICHSU TA MIUT, TT ART: 
aq Gur, adh yar emma; ae- 
fima—uerer acafafa ; sm d uem, qunm 
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20. As a spider moves along the thread (it 
produces), and as from a fire tiny sparks fly in 
all directions, so from this Self emanate all 
organs, all worlds, all gods and all beings. Its 
secret name (Upanisad) is ‘the Truth of truth.’ 
The vital force is truth, and It is the truth of 
that. 

This is illustrated thus: As in the world a spider, 
which is well known to be one entity, moves along the 
thread which is not different from itself—and there is 
no other auxiliary to its movement but itself—and as 
from one homogeneous fire timy sparks, little specks 
of fire, fly in different ways, or in numbers ; as these 
two illustrations show activity even in the absence of 
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any difference regarding auxiliaries, as also natural 
unity before the activity starts, just so from this Self, 
i.e. from the real nature of the individual self before 
it wakes up, emanate all organs such as that of speech, 
all worlds such as the earth, which are the results of 
one's past actions, all gods such as fire. who preside 
over the organs and the worlds, and all living beings, 
from Hiranyagarbha down to a clump of grass. If 
the reading is, 'All these souls," then the meaning 
will be, 'Souls with particular characteristics manifest- 
ed owing to connection with limiting adjuncts.’ It is 
the Self from which this moving and unmoving world 
continually proceeds like sparks of fire, in which it 1s 
merged like a bubble of water, and with which it 
remains filled during existence. The secret name 
(Upanisad) of this Self or Brahman, etc. 'Upanisad' 
means ‘that which brings (one) near’ (Brahman), that 
is, a word denoting It (a name). That this capacity 
to ‘bring near’ is a speciality of this particular name 
is known on the authority of the scriptures alone. 
What is this secret name? The Truth of truth. Since 
this secret name always has a transcendental import, 
it is difficult to understand. Therefore the Sruti gives 
its meaning: The vital force is truth, and It ts the 
Truth of that. The next two sections will be devoted 
to explaining this sentence. 


Question : Granted that the next two sections 
will be devoted to explaining the secret name. The 


text says, 'Its secret name.' But we do not know 


! As the Mádhyandina recension has it. 
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whether it is the secret name of the individual self, 
which is the subject under discussion, which awoke 
through pushing, is subject to transmigration, and 
perceives sound etc., or whether it refers to some 


transcendent principle. 


Reply : What difference'does it make? 


Question: Just this: If it refers to the relative 
(transmigrating) self, then that is to be known, and by 
knowing it (identity with) all will be attained; further 
it alone will be denoted by the word ‘Brahman,’ and 
the knowledge of it will be the knowledge of Brahman. 
But if the transcendent Self is meant, then the 
knowledge of It will be the knowldege of Brahman, 
and from that identity with all will be attained. That 
all this will happen we know on the authority of the 
scriptures. But according to this view (if the individ- 
ual self and Brahman are different) the Vedic texts 
that teach their identity, such as, ‘The Self alone is 
to be meditated upon’ (I. iv. 7) and ‘It knew only 
Itself as, “I am Brahman’’’ (I. iv. ro), will be 
contradicted. And (if they are identical) there being 
no relative self different from the Supreme Self, spiri- 
tual. instruction will be useless. Since this (unity of 
the self) is a question that has not been answered and 
is a source of confusion even to scholars, therefore in 
order to facilitate the understanding of passages that 
deal with the knowledge of Brahman for those who 
seek It, we shall discuss the point as best as we can. 


Prima facie view: The transcendent Supreme 
Self is not meant, for the text states the origin of the 
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universe from a self which awoke on being pushed 
with the hand, which perceives sound etc., and which 
is possessed of a distinct state (profound sleep). To 
be explicit: There is no Supreme Self devoid of the 
desire for food etc., which is the ruler of the universe. 
Why? Because the Sruti, after introducing the topic, 
‘I wil tell you about. Brahman’ (II. i. 15), then 
mentioning the rousing of the sleeping man by pushing 
with the hand—thereby showing him to be the per- 
ceiver of sound etc.—and describing his transition 
through the dream state to that of profound sleep, 
shows the origin of the universe from that very self 
possessed of the state of profound sleep, by the two 
illustrations of sparks of fire and the spider, in the 
passage, ‘So from this Self.’ etc. And no other cause 
of the origin of the universe is mentioned in between, 
for this section deals exclusively with the individual 
self. Another Sruti, the Kausitaki Upanisad, which 
deals with the same topic, after introducing the beings 
who are in the sun etc., says, ‘He said: He, O 
Balaki, who is the maker of these beings, and whose 
handiwork this universe is, is indeed to be known’ 
(IV. 19). This shows that the individual self roused 
from sleep, and none other, is to be known. Similarly 
by saying, ‘But it is for one’s own sake that all is 
loved’ (II. iv. 5; IV. v. 6), the Sruti shows that that 
self which is familiar to us as being dear is alone to 
be realised through hearing, reflection and meditation. 
So also the statements made while introducing the 
topic of knowledge, such as, ‘The Self alone is to be 
meditated upon’ (I. iv. 7), “This (Self) is dearer than 
a son, dearer than wealth,’ etc. (I. iv. 8), ‘It knew 
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only Itself as, “I am Brahman,’’’ etc. (I. iv. 10), 
would be consistent if there were no Supreme Self. It 
will also be said further on, ‘If a man knows himself 
to be the Self? (IV. iv. 12). Moreover, in all 
Vedanta it is the inner self which is put forward as 
the entity to be known, as ‘I (am Brahman),’ and 
never any external object like sound etc., saying, 
‘That is Brahman.’ Similarly in the Kausitaki 
Upanisad, in the passage, ‘Do not seek to know about 
speech, know the speaker,’ etc. (III. 8 etc.), it is the 
agent (the individual self) using speech etc. as in- 
truments, which is put forward as the entity to be 
known. 


Objection : Suppose we say that the individual 
self in a different state is the Supreme Self? It 
may be like this: The same individual self which 
perceives sound etc. in the waking state is changed 
into the transcendent Supreme Self, the ruler of 
the universe, on getting into the state of profound 
sleep. 

Tentative answer: No, this is contrary to experi- 
ence. We never find anything having this character- 
istic outside of Buddhist philosophy. It never happens 
in life that a cow standing or going is a cow, but that 
on lying down she becomes a horse or any other 
species. It is contrary to logic also. A thing that is 
known through some means of knowledge to have a 
certain characteristic, retains that characteristic even 
in a different place, time or condition. If it ceases to 
have that characteristic, all application of the means 
of knowledge would stop. Similarly the Saimkhyas, 
Mimarhsakas and others who are skilled in logic adduce 
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hundreds of reasons to prove the absence of a tran- 
scendent Self. 

Objection : Your view is wrong, for the relative 
self too lacks the knowledge of how to effect the origin, 
continuity and dissolution of the universe. To be 
explicit: The position you have advocated so elabor- 
ately, viz. that the same relative self which perceives 
sound etc. becomes the ruler of the universe when it 
attains a different condition, is untenable. For every- 
body knows that the relative self lacks the knowledge, 
power and means to effect the origin, continuity and 
dissolution of the universe. How can a relative self 
like us construct this universe in which the earth etc. 
are located, and which it is impossible even to think 
of with the mind? 

Tentative answer: Not so, for the scriptures are 
in our favour. They show the origin etc. of the 
universe from the relative self, for example, ‘So from 
this Self,’ etc. (this text). Therefore our view is all 
right. 

Objection!: There is a transcendent Supreme Self, 
and It is the cause of the universe, for such is the 
verdict of the Sruti, Smrti and reason. Witness 
hundreds of Sruti passages such as, ‘That which knows 
things in a general and particular way’ (Mu. I. i. 9 
and II. ii. 7), ‘That which transcends hunger and 
thirst’ (III. v. 1), ‘Unattached, It is not attached to 
anything’ (III. ix. 26), ‘Under the mighty rule of this 
Immutable,’ etc. (III. viii. 9), ‘That which living in 
all beings . . . . is the internal ruler and immortal’ 


1 By the believers in I$vara only as the efficient, not 
material cause of the universe. 
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(III. vii. 15), ‘(That Being) who definitely projects 
those beings . . . . and is at the same time transcend- 
ent’ (III. ix. .26), ‘That great, birthless Self’ (IV. 
iv. 22 etc.), ‘It is the bank that serves as the boundary 
to keep the different worlds apart’ (Ibid.), “The 
controller of all, the lord of all’ (Ibid.), ‘The Self that 
is sinless, undecaying, immortal’ (Ch. VIII. vii. 1, 3), 
‘It projected fire’ (Ch. VI. ii. 3), ‘In the beginning 
this universe was only the Self’ (Ai. I. 1), ‘It is not 
affected by human misery, being beyond it’ (Ka. v. 
II). Also the Smrti passage, ‘I am the origin of all, 
and from Me everything springs’ (G. X. 8). 


Tentative answer : Have we not said that the text, 
‘So from this self, shows the origin of the universe 
from the relative self? 


Objection: Not so, for since in the passage, 
‘The Akasa that is in the heart’ (II. i. 17), the 
Supreme Self has been introduced, the text, ‘So from 
this Self,’ should refer to the Supreme Self. In reply 
to the question, ‘Where was it then?’ (II. i. 16), the 
Supreme Self, denoted by the word ‘Akasa,’ has been 
mentioned in the text, ‘It lies in the Akāśa that is in 
the heart.’ That the word ‘Akaéa’ refers to the 
Supreme Self is clear from texts such as: ‘With 
Existence, my dear, it is then united’ (Ch. VI. viii. 1), 
‘Every day they attain this world that is Brahman, 
but they do not realise this’ (Ch. VIII. iii. 2), ‘Fully 
embraced by the Supreme Self’ (IV. iii. 21), and 
“Rests on the Supreme Self’? (Pr. IV. 7). That the 
supreme Self is the topic further appears from the use 
of the word ‘Self’ with reference to the Supreme Self, 
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which has been introduced in the passage, 'In it there 
is a little space’ (Ch. VIII. i. 1). Therefore the pass- 
age, ‘So from this Self,’ should indicate that the 
universe springs from the Supreme Self alone. And 
we have already said that the relative self has not the 
power and knowledge to project, maintain and dissolve 
the universe. 


In the passages, 'The Self alone is to be meditated 
upon’ (I. iv. 7), and ‘It knew only Itself as, “I am 
Brahman'' ' (I. iv. 10), the topic of the knowledge of 
Drahman was introduced, and this deals with Brahman 
as its subject. This section too opens with sentences 
such as, ‘I will tell you about Brahman’ (II. i. 1), 
and ‘I will teach you about Brahman’ (Il. i. 15). Now 
the transcendent Brahman, which is beyond hunger etc. 
and is eternal, pure, enlightened and free by nature, is 
the cause of the universe, while the relativc self is the 
opposite of that; therefore it would not (in its present 
state) perceive itself to be identical with Brahman.. On 
the other hand, would not the inferior relative self be 
open to censure if it identified the Supreme Self, the 
self-effulgent ruler of the universe, with itself? There- 
fore it is unreasonable to say, “I am Brahman.” 


Hence one should wish to worship Brahman with 
flowers, water, folding of the palms, praises, prostra- 
tion, sacrifices, presents, repetition of Its name, medi- 
tation, Yoga, etc. Knowing It through worship one 
becomes Brahman, the ruler of all. But one should 
not think of the transcendent Brahman as the relative 
self; it would be like thinking of fire as cold, and the 
sky as possessed of form. The scriptural passages too 
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that teach the identity of the self with Brahman should 
be taken as merely eulogistic. This interpretation will 
also harmonise with all logic and common sense. 


Advaitin’s reply: That cannot be, for from 
Mantra and Brahmana texts we know that the Supreme 
Self alone entered. Beginning with, ‘He made bodies,’ 
etc. (II. v. 18), the text says, ‘The Supreme Being 
entered the bodies’ (Ibid.), ‘He transformed Himself 
in accordance with each form; that form of His was 
for the sake of making Him known’ (II. v. 19; R. VI. 
xlvii. 18); ‘The Wise One, who after projecting all 
forms, names them, and goes on uttering those names’ 
(Tai. A. III. xii. 7)—thus thousands of Mantras in all 
recensions show that it is the transcendent Iávara who 
entered the body. Similarly Brahmana texts such as, 
“After projecting it, the Self entered into it’ (Tai. II. 
vi. I), 'Piercing this dividing line (of the head) It 
entered through that gate’ (Ai. III. 12), ‘That deity 
(Existence), penetrating these three gods (fire, water 
and earth) as this individual self,' etc. (Ch. VI. iii. 
3, 4), ‘This Self, being hidden in all beings, is not 
manifest, etc. (Ka. III. r2). Since the word 'Self' 
has been used in all scriptures to denote Brahman, and 
since it refers to the inner Self, and further the Sruti 
passage, “He is the inner Self of all beings’ (Mu. II. 
i. 4), shows the absence of a relative self other than 
the Supreme Self, as also the Sruti texts, ‘One only 
without a second’ (Ch. VI. ii. r), ‘This universe is 
but Brahman’ (Mu. II. ii. rz), ‘All this is but the Self’ 
(Ch. VIII. xxv. 2), it is but proper to conclude the 
identity of the individual self with Brahman. 
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Objection : If such is the import of the scriptures, 
then the Supreme Self becomes relative, and if it is so, 
the scriptures (teaching Its transcendence) become use- 
less ; while if It is (identical with the individual self 
and yet) transcendent, then there is this obvious objec- 
tion that spiritual instruction becomes redundant. To 
be explicit: If the Supreme Self, which is the inmost 
Self of all beings, feels the miseries arising from contact 
with all bodies, It obviously becomes relative. In 
that case those Sruti and Smrti texts that establish the 
transcendence of the Supreme Self, as also all reason 
would be set at naught. If, on the other hand, it can 
somehow be maintained that It is not connected with 
the miseries arising from contact with the bodies of 
different beings, it is impossible to refute the charge of 
the futility of all spiritual instruction, for there is 
nothing for the Supreme Self either to achieve or to 
avoid. 


To this dilemma some suggest the following solu- 
tion: The Supreme Self did not penetrate the bodies 
directly in Its own form, but It became the individual 
self after undergoing a modification. And that indi- 
vidual self is both different from and identical with the 
Supreme Self. In so far as it is different, it is affected 
by relativity, and in so far as it is identical, it is 
capable of being ascertained as, ‘I am Brahman.’ 
Thus there will be no contradiction anywhere. 


Now, if the individual self be a modification of the 
Supreme Self, there may be the following alternatives: 
The Supreme Self may be an aggregate of many things 
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and consist of parts, like the substance earth, and the 
individual self may be the modification of some portion 
of It, like a jar etc. Or the Supreme Self may retain 
Its form, and a portion of It be modified, like hair or 
a barren tract, for instance. Or the entire Supreme 
Self may be modified, like milk etc. Now in the first 
view, according to which a particular thing out of an 
aggregate of a great many things of the same category 
becomés the individual self, since this particular thing 
is only of the same category, the identity is but 
figurative, not real. In that case it would be a contra- 
diction of the verdict of the Sruti. If, however, (as in 
the second view) the Supreme Self is a whole eternally 
consisting of parts inseparably connected together, and, 
while It remains unchanged in form, a portion of It 
becomes the relative individual self, then, since the 
whole inheres in all the parts, it is affected by the 
merit or defect of each part ; hence the Supreme Self 
will be subject to the evil of transmigration attaching 
to the individual self. Therefore this view also is 
inadmissible ; while the view that holds that the whole 
of the Supreme Self is transformed disregards all the 
Srutis and Smrtis and is therefore unacceptable. All 
these views contradict reason as well as Sruti and. 
Smrti texts such as, ‘(Brahman is) without parts, devoid 
of activity and serene’ (Sv. VI. 19), ‘The Supreme 
Being is resplendent, formless, including both within 
and without, and birthless’ (Mu. II. i. 2), ‘All-pervad- 
ing like the sky and eternal,’ ‘That great, birthless 
Self is undecaying, immortal, undying’ (IV. iv. 25), 
‘It is never born nor dies’ (Ka. II. 18 ; G. II. 20), ‘It 
is undifferentiated,’ etc. (G. II. 25). If the individual 
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self be a portion of the immutable Supreme Self, then 
it will find it impossible to go (after death) to places 
in accordance with its past work, or else the Supreme 
Self will, as already said (p. 299), be subject to 
transmigration. 

Objection : Suppose we say that the individual 
self is a portion of the Supreme Self detached from Jt 
like a spark of fire, and that transmigrates. 

Reply : Yet the Supreme Sclf will get a wound 
by this breaking off of Its part, and as that part 
transmigrates, it will make a hole in the assemblage of 
parts in another portion of the Supreme Self—which 
will contradict the scriptural statements about Its being 
without any wound. If the individual self, which is a 
part of the Supreme Self, transmigrates, then, since 
there is no space without It, some other parts of It 
being pushed and displaced, the Supreme Self will feel 
pain as if It had colic in the heart. 

Objection: There is nothing wrong in it, for 
there are Sruti texts giving illustrations of sparks of 
fire etc. 

Reply : Not so, for the Sruti is merely informa- 
tive. The scriptures seek not to alter things, but to 
supply information about things unknown, as they are. 


Objection : What difference does it make? 

Reply: Listen. Things in the world are known 
to possess certain fixed characteristics such as grossness 
or fineness. By citing them as examples the scriptures 
seek to tell us about some other thing which does not 
contradict them. They would not cite an example 
from life if they wanted to convey an idea of something 
contradictory to it. Even if they did, it would be to . 
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no purpose, for the example would be different from 
the thing to be explained. You cannot prove that fire 
is cold, or that the sun does not give heat, even by 
citing a hundred examples, for the facts would already 
be known to be otherwise through another means ot 
knowledge. And one means of knowledge does not 
contradict another, for it only tells us about those 
things that cannot be known by any other means. 
Nor can the scriptures speak about an unknown thing 
without. having recourse to conventional words and 
their meanings. Therefore one who follows convention 
can never prove that the Supreme Self really has parts 
ot stands to other things in the relation of whole to 
part. 

Objection: But do not the Sruti and Smrti say, 
‘Tiny sparks’ (this text), and ‘A part of Myself’ 
(G. XV. 7)? 

Reply : Not so, for the passages are meant to 
convey the idea of oneness. We notice in life that 
sparks of fire may be considered identical with fire. 
Similarly a part may be considered identical with the 
whole. Such being the case, words signifying a modi- 
fication or part of the Supreme Self, as applied to the 
individual self, are meant to convey its identity with 
It. That this is so appears also from the introduction 
and conclusion. In all the Upanisads first identity is 
broached, then by means of illustrations and reasons 
the universe is shown to be a modification or part or 
the like of the Supreme Self, and the conclusion again 
brings out the identity. Here, for instance, the text 
begins with, ‘This all is the Self’ (II. iv. 6), then 
through arguments and examples about the origin, 
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continuity and dissolution of the universe, it adduces 
reasons for considering its identity with Brahman, such 
as the relation of cause and effect, and it will conclude 
with, ‘Without interior or exterior’ (II. v. 19 ; III. 
viii. 8), and ‘This self is Brahman’ (II. v. 19). There- 
fore from that introduction and conclusion it is clear 
that the passages setting forth the origin, continuity 
and dissolution of the universe are for strengthening 
the idea of the identity of the individual self with the 
Supreme Self. Otherwise there would be a break in 
the topic. All believers in the Upanisads are unan- 
imous on the point that all of these enjoin on us to 
think of the identity of the individual self with the 
Supreme Self. If it is possible to construe the 
passages setting forth the origin etc. of the universe so 
as to keep up the continuity of that injunction, to 
interpret them so as to introduce a new topic would be 
unwarrantable. A different result too would have to 
be provided for. Therefore we conclude that the 
Sruti passages setting forth the origin etc. of the 
universe must be for establishing the identity of the 
individual self and Supreme Self. 


Regarding this teachers of Vedanta’ narrate the 
following parable: A certain prince was discarded by 
his parents as soon as he was born, and brought up 
in a fowler's home. Not knowing his princely descent, 
he thought himself to be a fowler and pursued the 
fowler’s duties, not those of a king, as he would if he 
knew himself to be such. When, however, a very 
compassionate man, who knew the prince’s fitness for 


1 The reference is to Dravidacarya. 
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attaining a kingdom, told him who he was—that he 
was not a fowler, but the son of such and such a king, 
and had by some chance come to live in a fowler’s 
home—he, thus informed, gave up the notion and the 
duties of a fowler and, knowing that he was a king, 
took ‘to the ways of his ancestors. Similarly this 
individual self, which is of the same category as the 
Supreme Self, being separated from It like a spark of 
fire and so on, has penetrated this wilderness of the 
body, organs, etc., and, although really transcendent, 
takes on the attributes of the latter, which are relative, 
and thinks that it is this aggregate of the body and 
organs, that it is lean or stout, happy or miserable— 
for it does not know that it is the Supreme Self. But 
when the teacher enlightens it that it is not the body 
etc., but the transcendent Supreme Brahman, then it 
gives up the pursuit of the three kinds of desire? and 
is convinced that it is Brahman. When it is told that 
it has been separated from the Supreme Brahman like 
a spark, it is firmly convinced that it 1s Brahman, as 
the- prince was of his royal birth. 


We know that a spark is one with fire before it 
is separated. Therefore the examples of gold, iron 
and sparks of fire are only meant to strengthen one’s 
idea of the oneness of the individual self and Brahman, 
and not to establish the multiplicity caused by the 
origin etc. of the universe. For the Self has been 
ascertained to be homogeneous and unbroken con- 
sciousness, like a lump of salt, and there is the 
statement, “It should be realised in one form only’ 


1 Those for a son, for wealth and for heaven. See iV. 
iv. 22. 
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(IV. iv. 20). If the Sruti wanted to teach that Brahman 
has diverse attributes such as the origin of the universe, 
like a painted canvas, a tree, or an ocean, for instance, 
it would not conclude with statements describing It to 
be homogeneous like a lump of salt, without interior or 
exterior, nor would it say, 'It should be realised in one 
form only.' There is also the censure, 'He (goes from 
death to death) who sees difference, as it were, in It,’ 
etc. (IV. iv. 19 ; Ka. IV. 10). Therefore the mention 
in all Vedànta texts of the origin, continuity and 
dissolution of the universe is only to strengthen our 
idea of Brahman being a homogeneous unity, and not 
to make us believe in the origin etc. as an actuality. 


Nor is it reasonable to suppose that a part of the 
indivisible, transcendent, Supreme Self becomes the 
relative. individual self, for the Supreme Self is intrin- 
sically without parts. If a part of the indivisible 
Supreme Self is supposed to be the relative, individual 
self, it is tantamount to taking the former to be the 
latter. Jf, on the other hand, the individual self be a 
part of the Supreme Self owing to some adventitious 
limiting adjunct of It, like the ether enclosed in a jar, 
a bowl, etc., then thinking people would not consider 
that it is really a part of the Supreme Self, deserving 
to be treated as something distinct. 


Objection : We sometimes see that thinking as 
well as ignorant people entertain fanciful notions about 
things. 


Reply : Not so, for ignorant people have false 
notions, whereas thinking people have notions that 
20 
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relate only to an apparent basis for conventional inter- 
course. For instance, even thinking people sometimes 
say that the sky is dark or red, where the darkness or 
redness of the sky has just the above apparent reality. 
But because of that the sky can never actually become 
dark or red. Therefore in ascertaining the true nature 
of Brahman, men of wisdom should not think of It in 
terms of whole and part—unit and fraction—or cause 
and effect. For the essential meaning of all the 
Upanisads is to remove all finite conceptions about 
Brahman. Therefore we must give up all such concep- 
tions and know Brahman to be undifferentiated like 
the sky. This is borne out by hundreds of Sruti texts 
such as, ''All-pervading like the sky and eternal,’ and 
‘It is not affected by human misery, being beyond it’ 
(Ka. V. i1). We must not imagine the self to be 
different from Brahman, like a portion of fire, which 
is ever hot, being cold, or like q portion of the effulgent 
sun being dark, for, as already said, the essential mean- 
ing of all the Upanisads is to remove all finite concep- 
tions about Brahman. Therefore all relative conditions 
in the transcendent Self are only possible through the 
limiting adjuncts of name and form. Compare the 
Sruti Mantras, ‘He transformed Himself in accordance 
with each form’ (II. v. 19), and “The Wise One, who 
after projecting all forms names them, and goes on 
uttering those names,’ etc. (Tai. A. III. xii. 7). The 
relative conditions of the self is not inherent in it. It 
is not true, but erroneous, like the notion that a crystal 
is red or of any other colour owing to its association 
with limiting adjuncts such as a red cotton pad. Sruti 
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and Smrti texts such as, ‘It thinks, as it were, and 
shakes, as it were’ (IV. iii. 7), ‘It neither increases 
nor decreases through work’ (IV. iv. 23), ‘It is not 
affected by evil work’ (Ibid.), ‘Living the same in all 
beings’ (G. XIII. 27), ‘(Wise men are even-minded) 
to a dog as well as a Candala, etc.’ (G. V. 18), as also 
reasoning establish only the transcendence of the 
Supreme Self. Hence, if we admit It to be indivisible, 
it will be particularly impossible for us to maintain that 
the individual self is either a part, a modification, or 
inherent power of the Supreme Self, or something 
different from It. And we have already said that the 
Sruti and Smrti passages referring to the relation of 
whole and part etc. are for the purpose of establishing 
their oneness, not difference, for only thus will there be 
continuity as regards the import of those passages. 

If all the Upanisads teach that there is only the 
Supreme Self, why, it may be asked, is something 
contradictory to it, viz. the individual self, put for- 
ward? Some say that it is for removing the objections 
against the authority of the ritualistic portion of the 
Vedas: For the passages dealing with rites depend on 
a multiplicity of actions, their factors and their results, 
including the sacrificers, who enjoy those results, and 
the priests, who officiate in them. Now, if there were 
no separate individual self, the transcendent Supreme 
Self would be one. How under such circumstances 
would those passages induce people to do actions pro- 
ducing good results, or dissuade them from those that 
have bad results? Who again would be the bound 
soul for whose liberation the Upanisads would be taken 
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up? Further, according to the view which holds that 
there is only the Supreme Self, how can instruction 
about It be imparted? And how can that instruction 
bear fruit? For instruction is given in order to remove 
the bondage of a bound soul ; hence in the absence of 
the latter the Upanisads will have nobody to address 
themselves to. Such being the case, the same objec- 
tions and replies that apply to the advocates of the 
ritualistic portion of the Vedas, apply also to the 
advocates of the Upanisads. For, as owing to the 
absence of difference the ritualistic portion, being with- 
out support, falls through as an authority, so do the 
Upanisads. Then why not accept the authority of only 
the ritualistic portion, which can be interpreted 
literally? But the Upanisads may be rejected, since 
in accepting them as authority one has to alter their 
obvious import.! The ritualistic portion, being author- 
ity once, cannot again cease to be authority. It cannot 
be that a lamp will sometimes reveal objects and some- 
times not. There is also contradiction with other 
means of knowledge such as perception. The Upanisads 
that establish the existence of Brahman alone not only 
contradict their obvious import and the authority of 
the ritualistic portion of the Vedas, but they also run 
counter to such means of knowledge as perception, 
which definitely establish differences in the world. 
Therefore the Upanisads cannot be taken as authority. 
Or they must have some other meaning. But they can 
hever mean that only Brahman exists. 


1 Since many passages clearly have a dualistic import. 
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Advaitin’s reply: That cannot be, for we have 
already answered those points. A means of knowledge 
is or is not a means according as it leads or does not 
lead to valid knowledge. Otherwise even a post, for 
instance, would be considered a means of knowledge in 
perceiving sound etc. 


Objection : What follows from this? 


Reply : If the Upanisads lead to a valid knowl- 
edge of the unity of Brahman, how can they cease to 
be a means of knowledge? 


Objection : Of course they do not lead to valid 
knowledge, as when somebody says that fire produces 
cold. 


Reply : Well then, we ask you, do not your words 
refuting the authority of the Upanisads accomplish their 
object, like fire revealing things, or do they not? If 
you say they do, then your words of refutation are 
means of valid knowledge, and fire does reveal things. 
If your words of refutation are valid, then the Upani- 
sads too are valid. So please tell us the way out. 


Objection: That my words mean the refutation 
of the authority of the Upanisads, and that fire reveals 
things are palpable facts, and hence constitute valid 
knowledge. 


Reply: What then is your grudge against the 
Upanisads, which are seen directly to convey a valid 
knowledge of the unity of Brahman, for the refutation 
is illogical? And we have already said that a palpable 
result, viz. cessation of grief and delusion, is indirectly 
brought about by the knowledge of this unity. There- 
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fore, the objections having been answered, there is no 
doubt of the Upanisads being authority. 

You have said that the Upanisads are no authority, 
since they contradict their obvious import. This is 
wrong, because there is no such contradiction in their 
meaning. In the first place, the Upanisads never give 
us the idea that Brahman both is and is not one only 
without a second, as from the sentence that fire is both 
hot and cold we get two contradictory meanings. We 
have said this taking it for granted that a passage can 
have different meanings. But it is not an accepted 
canon of the system that tests passages (Mimarsa) that 
the same passage may have different meanings. If it 
has, one will be the proper meaning, and the other will 
be contradictory to it. But it is not an accepted rule 
with those who test passages that the same sentence 
has different meanings—one appropriate, and the other 
contradictory to it. Passages have unity only when 
they have the same meaning. In the second place, 
there are no passages in the Upanisads that contradict 
the unity of Brahman. As to the conventional! expres- 
sion, 'Fire is cold as well as hot,' it is not a unitary 
passage, because part of it merely relates what is 
known through another means of knowledge (percep- 
tion). The portion, ‘Fire is cold,’ is one sentence, but 
the clause, ‘Fire is hot,’ merely reminds us of what is 
known through another means of knowledge ; it does 
not give us that meaning at first hand. Therefore it is 
not to be united with the clause, ‘Fire is cold,’ because 


1 Having relation to human experience, as opposed to 
Vedic. 
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its function is exhausted by its merely reminding us of 
what is experienced through another source of knowl- 
edge. As to the presumption that this sentence conveys 
contradictory meanings, it is but an error due to the 
words 'hot' and 'cold' being used as co-ordinate with 
the word ‘fire.’ But neither in Vedic nor in conven- 
tional usage does the same passage have more than one 
meaning. 


You have said that passages of the Upanisads 
clash with the authority of the ritualistic portion of the 
Vedas. This is not correct, because they have a 
different meaning. The Upanisads establish the unity 
of Brahman ; they do not negate instructions regarding 
the means to the attainment of some desired object, or 
prevent persons from undertaking it, for, as already 
said, a passage cannot have more than one meaning. 
Nor do ritualistic passages fail to lead to valid knowl- 
edge regarding their own meaning. If a passage pro- 
duces valid knowledge regarding its own special mean- 
ing, how can it clash with other passages? 


Objection: If Brahman be the only reality, 
ritualistic passages are left without any object to apply 
to, and hence they cannot certainly lead to valid 
knowledge. 


Reply: Not so, for that valid knowledge is 
palpable. "We see it arising out of sentences such as, 
'One who desires heaven must perform the new and 
full moon sacrifices,’ and ‘One must not kill a Brah- 
mana.' The assumption that this cannot take place if 
the Upanisads teach the unity of Brahman, is only an 
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inference. And an inference cannot stand against 
perception. Therefore your statement that valid knowl- 
edge itself cannot arise, is absolutely wrong. 


Moreover, actions, their factors and their resuits 
are things we naturally believe in: they are the creation 
of ignorance. When through their help a man who 
desires to gain something good or to avoid something 
evil, proceeds to adopt a means of which he has only a 
vague, not definite idea, the Sruti simply tells him 
about that ; it says nothing either for or against the 
truth of the diversity of actions, their factors and their 
results, which people have already taken for granted. 
For the Sruti only prescribes means for the attainment 
of desired ends and the avoidance of untoward results. 
To be explicit: As the Sruti that deals with rites 
having material ends takes the desires as they are— 
although they are the result of erroneous notions—and 
prescribes means for attaining them, and it does not 
cease to do this on the ground that desires are an evil, 
being the result of erroneous notions, similarly the Sruti 
dealing with the regular rites such as the Agnihotra 
takes the diversity of actions and their factors as they 
are—although they proceed from error—and enjoins 
rites such as the Agnihotra, seeing some utility in them, 
whether it be the attainment of some particular desired 
end or the avoidance of some particular untoward 
result. It does not refrain from enjoining them simply 
because the utility relates to something that is unreal, 
being within the domain of ignorance ; as is the case 
with rites having material ends. Nor would ignorant 
people cease to engage themselves in those rites, for we 
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see them doing it, as in the case of people who are 
swayed by desires. 


Objection : But it is only those that have knowl- 
edge who are competent to perform rites. 


Reply : No, for we have already said that the 
knowledge of the unity of Brahman militates against 
one's competency to perform rites. This should also be 
taken as an answer to the charge that if Brahman be 
the only reality, there will be no scope left for instruc- 
tion, and hence it can neither be received nor produce 
any result. The diversity of people's desires, attach- 
ments and so forth is another reason. People have 
innumerable desires and various defects such as attach- 
ment. Therefore they are lured by the attachment etc. 
to external objects, and the scriptures are powerless to 
hold them back ; nor can they persuade those that are 
naturally averse to external objects to go after them. 
But the scriptures do this much that they point out 
what leads to good and what to evil. thereby indicating 
the particular relations that subsist between the ends 
and means ; just as a lamp, for instance, helps to reveal 
forms in the dark. But the scriptures neither hinder 
nor direct a person by force, as if he were a slave. We 
see how people disobey even the scriptures because of 
an excess of attachment etc. Therefore according to 
the varying tendencies of people, the scriptures 
variously teach the particular relations subsisting 
between the ends and means. In this matter people 
themselves adopt particular means according to their 
tastes. and the scriptures simply remain neutral, like 
the sun, for instance, or a lamp. Similarly somebody 
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may think the highest goal to be not worth striving 
after. One chooses one’s goal according to one’s 
knowledge, and wants to adopt corresponding means. 
This is borne out also by the eulogistic passages of the 
Sruti such as, ‘Three classes of Prajapati’s sons lived 
a life of continence with their father, Prajapati,’ etc. 
(V. ii. 1t. Therefore the Vedanta texts that teach the 
unity of Brahman are not antagonistic to the ritualistic 
scriptures. Nor are the latter thereby deprived of their 
scope. Neither do the ritualistic scriptures, which 
uphold differences such as the factors of an action, take 
away the authority of the Upanisads as regards the 
unity of Brahman. For the means of knowledge are 
powerful in their respective spheres, like the ear etc. 


Nevertheless certain self-styled wise men (the 
logicians), following their own whims, think that the 
different means of knowledge are mutually contra- 
dictory, and also level against us the objection that if 
Brahman be the only reality, such Upanisadic texts 
contradict perception. For instance, objects such as 
sound, which are perceived by the ear and so forth. 
are observed to be different from one another. So 
those who hold that Brahman is the only reality’ contra- 
dict perception. Similarly the relative selves that 
perceive sound etc. through the ear and so forth, and 
acquire merit or demerit through their work, are 
inferred to be different in different bodies. So those 
who hold that Brahman is the only reality also con- 
tradict inference. They also cite contradiction with 
the Sruti. For instance, in passages such as, ‘One 
who desires villages must sacrifice’ (Ta. XVII. x. 4), 
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‘One who desires animals must sacrifice’ (Ibid. XVI. 
xi. 8) and ‘One who desires heaven must sacrifice’ 
(Ibid. XVI. iii. 3), the objects desired such as villages. 
animals and heaven are known to be different from the 
men who apply the means of obtaining them. 


Our reply is that they are the scum of the Brah- 
mana and other castes, who, with their minds poisoned 
by vicious reasoning, hold views about the meaning of 
the Vedas that are divorced from tradition, and are 
therefore to be pitied. How? To those who say that 
sound etc., perceived through the ear and so forth, 
contradict the unity of Brahman, we put this question: 
Does the variety of sound and the rest contradict the 
oneness of the ether? If it does not, then there is no 
contradiction in our position with perception. They 
said: The selves that perceive sound etc. through the 
ear and so forth, and acquire merit or demerit through 
their work, are inferred to be different in different 
bodies ; so the unity of Brahman also contradicts 
inference. But we ask them, ‘By whom are they so 
inferred?’ If they say, ‘By us all who are experts in 
inference,’ we would ask them, ‘But who really are 
you that call yourselves so?’ What would be their 
reply then? Perhaps they would say, ‘When dexterity 
in inference has been severally denied of the body, the 
organs, the mind and the self, we experts in inference 
should be the self joined to its accessories, the body, 
organs and mind, for actions depend on many factors.’ 
Our reply is: ‘If such be your dexterous inference, 
then you become multiple. For you yourselves have 
admitted that actions depend on many factors. Now 
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inference also is an action, which, as you have also 
admitted, is done by the self joined to its accessories, 
the body, organs and mind. Thus, while saying that 
you are experts in inference, you virtually admit that 
each of you is multiple—the self joined to the acces- 
sories, the body, organs and mind.' O the dexterity 
in inference shown by these bulls of logicians who lack 
only a tail and horns! How can a fool who does not 
know his own self know its unity or difference? What 
will he infer about it? And on what grounds? For 
the self has no characteristic that might be used to 
infer natural differences between one self and another. 
Those characteristics having name and form which the 
opponents will put forward to infer differences in the 
self belong only to name and form, and are but limit- 
ing adjuncts of the self, just as a jar, a bowl, an air- 
hole, or the pores in earth are of the ether. When the 
logician finds distinguishing characteristics in the ether, 
then only will he find such characteristics in the self. 
For not even hundreds of logicians, who admit differ- 
ences in the self owing to limiting adjuncts, can show 
any characteristic of it that would lead one to infer 
differences between one self and another. And as for 
natural differences, they are out of the question, for the 
self is not an object of inference. Because whatever 
the opponent regards as an attribute of the self is 
admitted as consisting of name and form, and the self 
is admitted to be different from these. Witness the 
Sruti passage, 'Akaáa (the self-effulgent One) is verily 
the cause of name and form. That within which they 
are is Brahman’ (Ch. VIII. xiv. 1), and also ‘Let me 
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manifest name and form’ (Ch. VI. iii. 2). Name and 
form have origin and dissolution, but Brahman is 
different from them. Therefore how can the unity of 
Brahman contradict inference, of which It is never an 
object? This also refutes the charge that it contradicts 
the Sruti. ' 

It has been objected that if Brahman be the only 
reality, there will be nobody to receive instruction and 
profit by it ; so instruction about unity will be useless. 
This is wrong. For (if you contend on the ground 
that) actions are the result of many factors, (we have 
already refuted this point, hence) at whom is the objec- 
tion levelled? (Surely not at us.) (If, however, your 
ground is that) when the transcendent Brahman is 
realised as the only existence. there is neither instruc- 
tion nor the instructor nor the result of receiving the 
instruction, and therefore the Upanisads are useless—it 
is a position we readily admit. But if you urge that 
(even before Brahman is realised) instruction is useless, 
since it depends on many factors, we reply, no, for it 
will contradict the assumption! of all believers in the 
self (including yourself). Therefore this unity of 
Brahman is a secure fortress impregnable to logicians, 
those first-rate heretics and liars. and inaccessible to 
persons of shallow understanding, and to those who are 
devoid of the grace of the scriptures and the teacher. 
This is known from such Sruti and Smrti texts as the 
following, ‘Who but me can know that Deity who 
has both joy and the absence of it?’ (Ka. II. 2r), 
‘Even the gods in ancient times were puzzled over 


1 That instruction is necessary before realisation. 
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this’ (Ka. I. 2x1), and ‘This understanding is not to 
be attained through argument' (Ka. II. 9), as also 
from those that describe the truth as attainable through 
special favour and grace, and also from the Mantras 
that depict Brahman as possessed of contradictory 
attributes, such as, 'It moves, and does not move, It 
is far, and near,’ etc. (I$. 5). The Gita too says, “All 
beings are in Me,' etc. (IX. 4). Therefore there is no 
other entity called the relative self but the Supreme 
Brahman. Hence it is well said in hundreds of Sruti 
passages, 'This was indeed Brahman in the beginning. 
It knew only Itself as, “I am Brahamn.'' ' (I. iv. 1o), 
‘There is no other witness but This, no other hearer 
but This,’ etc. (III. viii. 11). Therefore the highest 
secret name of ‘the Truth of truth’ belongs only to the 
Supreme Brahman. 


SECTION II 


The preceding section has broached the topic, 
‘I will tell you about Brahman’ (II. i. 15). In this 
connection it has been stated that that from which the 
universe originates, of which it consists (during conti- 
nuity), and into which it dissolves is the one Brahman. 
Now what are the constituents of that universe which 
originates and dissolves? The five elements. And 
the elements consist of name and form. It has 
already been said that name and form are called truth. 
And Brahman is the Truth of this truth consisting of 
the elements... How it is that the elements are called 
truth, will be explained in the (third) section, treating 
of the gross and subtle universes. Because the body 
and organs, as also the vital force, consist of these 
gross and subtle elements, therefore they are truth. 
In order to define the nature of those elements that 
form the body and organs, this and the following 
section are introduced. That will be an explanation 
of the secret name (‘the Truth of truth’), for Brahman, 
the Truth of truth, will be ascertained only by ascer- 
taining that the body and organs are truth. It has 
been said, ‘The vital force is truth, and Brahman is 
the Truth of that’ (II. i. 20). Now, to explain what 
this vital force is, and how many and what its secret 
mames are, the nature of the vital force, which is an 
instrument of the self, is being described in the course 
of describing the secret name of Brahman, just as a 
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traveller notices wells, parks, etc., lying along the 
road. 


ae a fast ara areas Te zm 
aq aa & feat aaaf | ad ara fsugatsd 
TAA M, TAAN, X4 STI, ATU: 


ean, AA gA N R N 

I. He who knows the calf with its abode, 
its special resort, its post and its tether kills his 
seven envious kinsmen: The vital force in the 
body is indeed the calf; this body is its abode, 
the head its special resort, strength its post, and 
food its tether. 

He who knows the calf with its abode, its special 
resort, its post and its tether gets this result. What is 
that? He kills his seven envious kinsmen. Kinsmen 
are of two kinds, those who envy and those who do 
not ; here the former are meant. The seven organs'— 
instruments for perceiving objects—that are in the 
head, that is to say, the attachment to sense-objects 
which they cause, are called kinsmen, since they are 
born with a person. Because they turn his vision 
from the Self to the sense-objects, therefore they are 
envious kinsmen—since they thus hinder him from 
perceiving the inner Self. It is also said in the Katha 
Upanisad, ‘The self-born Lord injured the organs by 
making them outgoing in their tendencies. Therefore 
they perceive only external things, but not the inner 
Self,’ etc. (Ka. IV. 1). He who knows the calf and the 


1The eyes, ears, nostrils and mouth. 
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rest—understands their real nature—removes from 
view, or kills, these envious kinsmen. When the 
aspirant, hearing of this result, is inclined to know 
more about them, the Sruti says: This ts indeed the 
calf. Which? This vital force which is in the body 
as the subtle body, which in its fivefold form pervades 
the body, and was addressed as ‘Great, White-robed, 
Radiant, Soma’ (II. i. 15), and on which the organs 
such as that of speech and the mind rest, as we know 
from the illustration of the post to which the horse’s 
feet are tethered (VI. i. 13). It is like a young calf, 
not being in direct touch with the sense-objects like the 
other organs. 

Mention has been made of ‘the calf with its 
abode.” Now what is the abode of that calf, that 
instrument of the self, the vital force, which is here 
likened to a calf? This body, which is an effect, ts tts 
abode. An abode is that in which something is put. 
This body is the abode of that calf, the vital force, 
because it is by staying in the body that the organs 
come to function as channels of perception, not while 
they rest only on the vital force. This has been 
demonstrated by Ajatasatru as follows: When the 
organs are withdrawn, the individual self is not noticed; 
it is only when they occupy their respective seats in the 
body that the individual self is noticed as perceiving 
things. This was proved by the (sleeping) man’s being 
roused by pushing with the hand. The head is its 
special resort. It is so called because the vital force is 
connected with particular parts of it. Strength, the 
power that comes out of food and drink, is tts post. 
‘Prana’ and ‘Bala’ (strength) are synonyms, for the 

2I 
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vital force abides in the body, being supported by 
strength. This is borne out by the Sruti text, ‘When 
this self becomes weak and senseless. as it were' (IV. 
iv. I). Just as a calf is supported by a post,’ so is 
the vital force by strength. Some understand that the 
respiratory force that works in the body is the post. 
And food is its tether. The food we eat is changed 
into three forms. That which is the grossest is excreted 
from the body and is absorbed into the earth. The 
intermediate form of chyle, passing through the stages 
of blood etc., nourishes its effect, the gross body, which 
is composed of seven ingredients. The body is 
nourished by the accession of its cause, viz. food, 
because it is the product of food ; and when this is 
reversed, it decays and falls. The finest form, called 
‘nectar’ and ‘highly powerful,’ goes past the navel to 
the heart, and penetrating the seventy-two thousand 
nerves that radiate from there, generates strength, here 
designated as 'post,' and thereby helps the subtle body, 
which is the aggregate of the inner organs and is here 
called the calf, to stay in the gross body. Theretore 
food is the connecting link between the vital force and 
the body, like a calf's tether with a loop at each end. 

Now certain secret names regarding the calf living 
in its special resort, with reference to the eye, are being 
mentioned: 


aar: aareaaa ASÈ; den gar cUm. 
Sn TAARA SilSeqDIWD, SD] Al ARTA- 


1 When. for instance, somebody is tugging it. 
2 Skin, blood, flesh, fat, marrow, bone and seed. 
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qar: aster, at nan aaa, agt 
Sr, wag Aea:, aA qdear ghg, 
MNSATA ; arami aad a ud az N R N 


2. These seven gods that prevent decay 
worship it: Through these pink lines in the eye 
Rudra attends on it; through the water that is 
in the eye, Parjanya; through the pupil, the sun; 
through the dark portion, fire; through the white 
portion, Indra; through the lower eye-lid the 
earth attends on it; and through the upper eye- 
lid, heaven. He who knows it as such never 
has any decrease of food. 


These seven gods that prevent decay (lit. undecay- 
ing), to be presently named, worship it, this vital force, 
the instrument, which is tied to the body by food, and 
resides in the eye. The root ‘stha’ with the prefix 
‘upa’ becomes Atmanepadin when it signifies praying 
with Mantras. Here too the seven names of the gods 
stand for Mantras instrumental to prayer; so the 
use of the Atmanepada with 'sthà' is not out of 
place. Now the gods that prevent decay are being 
enumerated. Through these familiar pink lines in the 
eye as aids, Rudra attends on it, the vital force that is 
in the body. Through the aid of the water that ts in 
the eye, which comes out when there is contact with 
smoke etc., the god Parjanya attends on, i.e. prays to 
the vital force ; and he is the food of the vital force 
and the cause of its permanence. We have it in another 
Sruti, ‘When Parjanya causes rain, the vital force is 
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glad.’ Through the pupil, which has the power of 
sight, the sun prays to the vital force. Through the 
dark portion of the eye fire prays to it. Through the 
white portion of the eye Indra prays. Through the 
lower eye-lid the earth attends on it, because both 
occupy a lower position. And through the upper eye- 
lid, heaven, because both occupy an upper position. 
He who knows it as such, knows that these seven gods 
that are the food of the vital force constantly pray to 
it, gets this as a result—he never has any decrease of 
food. 


aaa ara safe | 
SIG SR R HET APA, 
afeneasit fated fasten | 
asarga WIT: AA d, 
ante sao eiferarer i fer à 
'efsex RE gage: xat afer, uw 
arias FATA 5 ‘aféarasn fated fpa 
Kf suem d agit fama, maa ; araa 
yaa: AA Ale’ Tha AAT AT SHUT, RARE ; MN- 
emt sao dga gf «rere sero fers wan 
3. Regarding this there is the following 
verse: ‘There is a bowl that has its opening 
below and bulges at the top; various kinds of 


knowledge have been put in it; seven sages sit 
by its side, and the organ of speech, which has 
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communication with the Vedas, is the eighth.’ 
The ‘ bowl that has its opening below and bulges 
at the top ' is this head of ours, for it is the bowl 
that has its opening below and bulges at the top. 
‘Various kinds of knowledge have been put in 
it, refers to the organs; these indeed represent 
various kinds of knowledge. ' Seven sages sit by 
its side,’ refers to the organs; they indeed are 
the sages. ' The organ of speech, which has 
communication with the Vedas, is the eighth,’ 
because the organ of speech is the eighth and 
communicates with the Vedas. 


Regarding this subject there is the following verse 
or Mantra: ‘There is a bowl that has its opening 
below,’ etc. Now the Sruti explains the Mantra. What 
is that bowl? This head of ours, for it is shaped like 
a bowl. How? For it has tts opening below, the 
mouth standing for this opening, and bulges at the top, 
the head because of its round shape answering to the 
‘description. ‘ Various kinds of knowledge have been 
put in it’: Just as the Soma juice is put in the bowl, 
so have various kinds of knowledge been put in the 
head. The organs such as the ear, and the vital force, 
which is distributed among them in seven forms, 
represent various kinds of knowledge, because they are 
the cause of the perception of sound etc. This is what 
the Mantra says. ‘Seven sages sit by ils side’: This 
portion of the Mantra refers to the organs, which are of 
a vibratory nature. They alone are the sages. ‘The 
organ of speech, which has communication with the 
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Vedas, is the eighth. The reason for this is given: 
Because the organ of speech is the eighth and com- 
municates with (or utters) the Vedas. 


mA Manag, sada Waa, wi um 
Sr. garda fwan, aada facarfes:, 
a Sagi: ; gaa afagazagl, aaa SW, 
sui Sera: ; urn, rer grauen, atae a 
amadaarta ; adeare vata, einem vata 
aod aq SERERE rci) 


4. These two (ears) are Gotama and 
Bharadvaja: this one is Gotama, and this one 
Bharadvaja: These two (eyes) are Vi$vamitra 
and Jamadagni: this one is Vi$vamitra, and this 
one Jamadagni. These two (nostrils) are 
Vasistha, and KaSyapa: this one is Vasistha, 
and this one KaSyapa: The tongue is Atri, for 
through the tongue food is eaten. ‘ Atri’ is but 
this name ‘ Atti.’ He who knows it as such 
becomes the eater of all, and everything becomes 
his food. 

Now who are the sages that sit by the side of that 
bowl? These two ears ave Gotama and Bharadvaja : 
this one is Gotama, and this one Bharadvaja, meaning 
the right and the left ear respectively, or inversely. 
Similarly, to instruct about the eyes the Sruti says, 


1 The tongue counts as two: as the organ of taste it will 
be enumerated in the next paragraph as the seventh sage ; as 
the organ of speech it is here spoken of as the eighth. 
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These two are Vi$vamitra and Jamadagni : this one, 
the right, is Visvamitra, and this one, the left, Jama- 
dagni, or inversely. To instruct about the nostrils the 
Sruti says, These two are Vasistha and Kasyapa : this 
one, the right nostril, is Vaststha, and this one, the left, 
Kaásyapa, or inversely, as before. The tongue is Atri, 
because of its association with eating ; this is the seventh 
sage. For through the tongue food is eaten. Therefore 
that which is indirectly called ‘Atm’ is but this familiar 
name ‘Att’ (eats)—on account of being the eater. 
Through meditation on the derivation of the word 
‘Atri,’ he becomes the eater of all kinds of food belong- 
ing to the vital force. In the next world he becomes 
only the eater, and is never treated as food. This is 
expressed by the words, ‘And everything becomes his 
food.’ He who knows it, the true nature of the vital 
force, as such, as described above, becomes the vital 
force in this body, and is only the eater associated with 
the abode and the special resort, and not food. That 
is to say, he is entirely removed from the category 
of food. 


SECTION III 


At the end of the first section it has been said that 
the vital force is truth. Its secret names also have 
been explained in connection with those of Brahman, 
implying thereby that this is the same vital force. Of 
what does it consist, and how is it called truth ?—these 
questions have to be answered. Hence this section is 
commenced in order to define the nature of the five 
elements, called truth, which consist of the body and 
organs. It is by the elimination of these limiting 
adjuncts that the Sruti wishes to define the nature 
of Brahman negatively, saying, ‘Not this, not this.’ 
Now Brahman has two forms: The Brahman that is 
(respectively) connected with the body and organs, 
which are the product of the five elements, is designated 
as gross and subtle, is mortal and immortal,’ and 
includes the impressions created by those elements, is 
the omniscient, omnipotent, conditioned Brahman, 
consisting of actions, their factors and their results, and 
admitting of all kinds of association. That same 
Brahman, again, is devoid of all limiting adjuncts, the 
object of intuition, birthless, undecaying, immortal, 
fearless, and beyond the reach of even speech and 
mind, being above duality, and is described as ‘Not 
this, not this.” Now these are the two forms by the 
elimination of which Brahman is so described ; hence 
the text begins: 


1 That is. relatively. 
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I. Brahman has but two forms—gross and 
subtle, mortal and immortal, limited and un- 
limited, defined and undefined. 


Brahman or the Supreme Self has but two forms, 
through the superimposition of which by ignorance the 
formless Supreme Brahman is defined or made con- 
ceivable. The word ‘Vava’ (indeed) is emphatic. 
Which are those two forms? The gross and subtle. 
The other phases of the gross and subtle are included 
in them ; so they are counted as two only. What are 
those phases of the gross and subtle? These are being 
mentioned: Mortal, subject to destruction, and im- 
mortal, its opposite. Limited, which goes a little 
distance and stops, and wnlimited, which goes on, is 
pervasive, the opposite of ‘limited.’ Defined, having 
particular characteristics that distinguish it from others, 
and undefined, the opposite of that, which can only be 
distantly referred to, as something we know not what. 


agi aAA; TARAR, 
TAREA, used; TENACA ASE, TAEI ATE, 
qae fuae, uqep aa ous cal a as aÀ, gA 
ER TAR N 


2. The gross (form) is that which is other 
than air and the ether. It is mortal, it is limited, 
and it is defined. The essence of that which is 


330 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [2.3.2 


gross, mortal, limited and defined is the sun that 
shines, for it is the essence of the defined. 

The gross and the subtle have each four phases. 
Now what are the phases of the gross, and what are 
those of the subtle? This is being separately shown. 
The gross (form) is: ‘Gross’ means having well- 
defined parts, with parts interpenetrating one another, 
i.e. compact or solid. What is it? That which is 
other—than what ?—than the two elements, aiv and the 
ether ; hence it refers to the three remaining elements, 
viz. earth etc. Zt, this triad of elements called gross, 
is also mortal, or perishable. Why? Because it is 
limited ; it is only a limited thing which, when joined 
to some other thing, is checked by it, as a jar by 
a post or wall, for instance. Similarly the gross form 
is limited, being related to some other object, and 
mortal, because of its clash with the latter. And it is 
defined, having noticeable peculiarities of its own ; and 
for that very reason it is limited, and being limited it 
is mortal, and hence it is also gross. Or because it is 
gross it is mortal, and being mortal it is limited, and 
being limited it is defined. Since these four features 
do not contradict one another, any one of them may 
stand to the others in the relation of principal and 
qualifying word, or of cause and effect. In any case, 
the three elements, each possessed of the four features, 
constitute the gross form of Brahman. Any one of 
these four epithets being taken, the others are auto- 
matically taken. This is stated as follows: The 
essence of that which is gross, mortal, limited and 
defined, i.e. of the three elements each having the four 
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attributes, is the sun that shines, for the sun is the 
quintessence of the three elements. It is the perfection 
of them, because through it they get their features of 
varying colours. The shining solar orb is the repre- 
sentation of the cosmic body, for it is the essence of 
the defined, i.e. of the three elements ; hence that is 
meant. Because the shining sun has a gross form and 
is the best product of the elements. About the cosmic 
organ within the solar orb, we shall now speak. 


angaanga rata p; Taga, WATA, 
TATA; ACMA, USeuniqeg, TA AA, 
VA AAT vdl d uw UARA quu, qer 
Ki ta:— gea ARAA tt 3 N 


3. Now the subtle—it is air and the ether. 
It is immortal, it is unlimited, and it is undefined. 
The essence of that which is subtle, immortal, 
unlimited and undefined is the being that is in 
the sun, for that is the essence of the undefined. 
This is with reference to the gods. 


Now the subtle form is being described. It ts air 
and the ether, the two remaining elements. Being 
subtle it is immortal, and unlimited, hence not clash- 
ing with anything, and therefore immortal, not subject 
to destruction. It is unlimited, the opposite of limited, 
ie. pervasive. Because it cannot be distinguished 
from others, therefore it is undefined. The word 
‘Tyat’ indicates something that can be only indirectly 
described. The relation among the four epithets is as 
before. The essence of that which is subtle, immortal, 
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unlimited and undefined, i.e. of the two subtle elements 
each having the four attributes, is the being that is in 
the sun, Hiranyagarbha as the cosmic organ,’ which is 
called the vital force. That is the quintessence of the 
two subtle elements, as in the previous instance (the 
solar orb was of the gross elements) This 'being' is 
the perfection of the two subtle elements, because they* 
emanate from the Undifferentiated in order to form the 
subtle body of Hiranyagarbha. And because they seek 
to produce this, therefore it is the best product of them. 
For that is the essence of ihe undefined, because the 
‘being’ that is in the sun is not perceived like the solar 
orb, and is the essence of the two elements. Hence 
there is a similarity between the being who is in the 
sun and the two elements. Therefore the reason 
furnished in the clause, ‘For that is the essence of the 
undefined,' as if it were a familiar experience, is quite 
in order. 


Some? say that the word 'essence' means cause, 
referring to the self of Hiranyagarbha, which is a 
conscious entity. The past actions of Hiranyagarbha 
direct air and the ether, and with these as their support* 
they direct the other elements. Therefore, being the 


1 Corresponding to the organs in the body. The subtle 
body of Hiranyagarbha is meant, and not his conscious self, 
as will presently be seen. 

2 Air and the ether are the principal, not the only ingre- 
dients of the cosmic subtle body. The other three elements 
also are there, but they play a subordinate part 

3 The reference is to Bhartrprapatica. 


* That is, taking their form. 
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director, through its own actions, of air and the ether, 
it is called their essence, or cause. This view is wrong, 
because it makes the essence of the subtle form dis- 
similar to that of the gross form. To be explicit: The 
essence of the three gross elements is, as we have seen, 
the solar orb, which is gross and of the same class as 
the three elements ; it is not a conscious entity. There- 
fore it stands to reason that the essence of the two 
subtle elements also should be of the same class as 
they. For the trend of both passages is the same. For 
instance, the gross and subtle forms have been distin- 
guished as having four attributes each ; so it is but 
proper that the essences of the gross and subtle forms, 
like these forms themselves of which they are the 
essences, should also be distinguished on the same 
principle.! One cannot cook one half of a hen and 
keep the other half for laying eggs. 


Objection : Suppose we say that the essence of 
the gross form too refers to the corscious self that 
identifies itself with the solar orb?? 


Reply © You say too little. The Srutis every- 
where teach that all gross and subtle forms are 
Brahman. 


Objection : Is not the word ‘being,’ as applied to 
unconscious things, inappropriate? 


Reply : No. We find the word ‘being’ applied in 
the Srutis to the subtle body having wings, tail, etc. 


1 That is, there must be a common feature between 
them, to maintain the parallelism. Since one is insentient, the 
other must be so too. Otherwise there will be absurdity. 

2 The cause and effect being one. . 
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In the following passage, '''We can never beget 
progeny (initiate activity) so long as we are thus 
divided. Let us make these seven beings! into one 
(the subtle body)." They made these seven beings 
into one,' etc. (S. VI. i. r. 3), we find the use of the 
word ‘being,’ as also in another Sruti (Tai. II. i.) 
referring to the gross body, which is the product of the 
food we eat, and other finer bodies. The words, Ths 
is with reference to the gods, close the topic so as to 
introduce the next topic, which is relating to the bodv. 


SWITCTCHH—$2Hud Ya AGIAN, AATA- 
WeATICMATHIN: ; UdeHenq, Udíceudq, Wdead, 
HEUTE: TARA, VAE Weder, uae fede, VAEA 
Aq q A aag: UA A TA: N L 


4. Now with reference to the body: The 
gross form is but this—what is other than (the 
corporeal) air and the ether that is in the body. 
It is mortal, it is limited, and it is defined. The 
essence of that which is gross, mortal, limited 
and defined is the eye, for it is the essence of the 
defined. 

Now the division of the gross and subtle with 
reference to the body is being set forth. What is that 
gross form? It is but this. What is it? Whati is 
other than (the corporeal) air and the ether that is in 
ihe body, i.e. the three constituent elements of the 
body other than these two. Jt is mortal, etc.—to be 


1 The five sense-organs, the organ of speech, and mind. 
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explained as in the preceding paragraphs. The essence 
of that which is defined is the eye. The eye is the 
essence of the (three gross) materials that build up the 
body, for it is that which lends importance to the (three 
gross elements in the whole) body, just as the solar orb 
does with reference to the gods. Also because of their 
priority in point of time. (We have it in the Brah- 
mana) that in the embryo it is the eyes that are first 
formed (S. IV. ii. i. 28). The Sruti too hints at this: 
‘His essence, or lustre, came forth. This was Fire’! 
(I. ii. 2). And the eyes possess lustre. The three 
elements in the body have the eyes as their essence. 
For it is the essence of the defined: The meaning of 
the reason is that the eye is gross and is also the 
essence (of the three gross elements in the body). 


SPITHAH—SIUPH UAAAFATICATRT: 5 UAR- 
WI, Tad, Wad ; AMAT AAA TAAT- 
JA, WALA uq, ara TAT cal Aisa au 
SAYS, CST ETT Ta: ul 


5. Now the subtle—it is (the corporeal) air 
and the ether that is in the body. It is immortal, 
it is unlimited, and it is undefined. The essence 
of that which is subtle, immortal, unlimited and 
undefined is this being that is in the right eye, for 
this is the essence of the undefined. 

Now the subtle form is being described. The two 
remaining elements, (the corporeal) air and the ether 


1 Since ‘essence’ is here used synonymously with ‘lustre.’ 
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thai is in the body—are the subtle form. The rest is to 
be explained as before. The essence of that which ts 
undefined is this being that is in the right eye (i.e. the 
subtle body). The specification about the right eye is 
based on the evidence of the scriptures. For they 
declare that the subtle body is specially manifest in 
the right eye ; we see it mentioned in all the Srutis. 
For this is the essence of the undefined : as before, the 
meaning of the reason is that the subtle body is fine, 
because it cannot be definitely perceived, and is also 
the essence (of the two subtle elements in the body). 


qe BACT quer AIG | AN ARRANA SUD, 
am asta, adad,  emegfbh, aum 
JIRA, ta UFRJ; MARIAT g at SON 
sa a au aq; ana maA au, a 
aaenntafa acucacquaita ; eer ARJA — ANEA 
Ir ; sro À ger, AA SEEN L1] 
Tata TAT i 


6. The form of that ‘being’ is as follows: 
Like a cloth dyed with turmeric, or like grey 
sheep’s wool, or like the (scarlet) insect called 
Indragopa, or like a tongue of fire, or like a 
white lotus, or like a flash of lightning. He who 
knows it as such attains splendour like a flash of 
lightning. Now therefore the description (of 
Brahman): ‘Not this, not this.’ Because there 
is no other and more appropriate description than 
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this ‘ Not this.” Now Its name: ‘The Truth of 
truth.’ The vital force is truth, and It is the 
Truth of that. 


The division of the gross and subtle, called truth, 
which are the limiting adjuncts of Brahman, into what 
relates to the gods and what relates to the body, in 
their twofold division of the body and organs, has been 
explained. Now we (the scriptures) shall describe the 
form of that ‘being’ identified with the organs, i.e. the 
subtle body. It consists of impressions, and is pro- 
duced by the union of the intellect and the impressions 
of gross and subtle objects; it is variegated! like 
pictures on a canvas or wall, is comparable to an 
illusion, or magic, or a mirage, and is puzzling to 
all. For instance, the Buddhistic Idealists (Yogacaras) 
are mistaken into thinking that the self is this much 
only. The Naiyàyikas and Vaisesikas, on the other 
hand, maintain that like the colour of a cloth, these 
impressions are the attributes of the self, which is a 
substance. While the Samkhyas hold that the mind, 
which is dependent on the Prakrti? and is possessed of’ 
three tendencies, is a separate entity, subserves the 
purpose of the self, and operates for its highest good 
(liberation through experience). 

some self-styled followers? of the Upanisads too 
spin out the following theory: The gross and subtle 
elements make one (the lowest) entity, the Supreme 


1 All this shows that it is the mind that is being de- 
scribed, and not the self. 

2 The primordial material out of which the universe has 
been formed. 

3 A hit at Bhartrprapaiica 


22 
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Self is the highest entity, and different from and inter- 
mediate between these two is the third entity, which 
is the sum total of one's meditations, actions and 
previous experience, together with the individual self 
which is the agent and experiencer, the one that 
Ajàtasatru awoke. The actions etc. are the cause, and 
the gross and subtle elements mentioned above as also 
the body and organs, which are the rneans of medita- 
tions and actions, are the effect. They also establish 
a connection with the logicians by stating that the 
actions etc. abide in the subtle body. Then they are 
frightened lest this should smack of Samkhya, and 
conform also to the Vaisesika view by saying that just 
as odour, which abides in flowers, can be conserved in 
oil through boiling, even when the flowers are gone, so 
even when the subtle body is gone, all actions etc. are 
conserved in a portion of the Supreme Self. That 
portion, although transcendent, becomes conditioned 
through attributes—the actions etc.—coming from else- 
where.! This individual self then becomes the agent 
„and experiencer, and is subject to bondage and libera- 
tion. Those actions etc. are but adventitious things, 
coming from the elements ; the individual self, being a 
portion of the Supreme Self, is in itself transcendent. 
Ignorance, which springs from the Self, although 
natural to It, is not an attribute of the Self, just as a 
desert does not affect the whole earth. Through this 
statement they conform also to the Samkhya view. 
They look upon all this as excellent because of its 
harmonising with the logicians' view, but they do not 


1 The elements forming the body and organs. 
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see that it contradicts the verdict of the Upanisads as 
well as all reasoning. How? For instance, we have 
already said that if the Supreme Self be composed of 
parts (and the individual self be identical with It), that 
view would be open to various objections, such as the 
Supreme Self being subject to transmigration and 
having wounds, besides the impossibility of Its going 
after death to places in accordance with Its past work. 
While if the individual self be eternally different from 
the Supreme Self, it can never be identical with It. 
If it is urged that the subtle body itself is figuratively 
referred to as part of the Supreme Self, like the ether 
enclosed in a jar, a bowl, the pores of the earth, etc., 
then it is impossible to maintain that even when the 
subtle body! has ceased to be (as in the state of 
profound sleep), impressions persist in a part of the 
Supreme Self, or that ignorance springs from It, as a 
desert from the earth, and so on. Nor can we even 
mentally imagine that impressions move from one thing 
to another without the help of some object in which 
they can inhere. Nor would such Sruti passages as, 
“Desire, deliberation, doubt (etc. are but the mind)’ 
(I. v. 3), ‘It is on the heart (mind) that colours rest’ 
(III. ix. 20), ‘It thinks, as it were, and shakes, as it 
were’, (IV. iii. 7), ‘All desires that are in his heart’ 
(IV. iv. 7; Ka. VI. 14), and ‘He is then beyond all 
the woes of his heart’ (IV. iii. 22)—fit in with such a 
view. And it is not proper to explain these passages 
otherwise than literally, for they are meant to show 
that the individual self is no other than the Supreme 
Brahman. And all the Upanisads end by giving out 


2 Which is the repository of impressions. 
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this sole meaning. Therefore persons skilled only in 
fancifully interpreting the Srutis all distort their mean- 
ing. Yet, if those interpretations are in consonance 
with the teaching of the Vedas, they are welcome ; we 
have no grudge against them. 

Moreover, the expression, ‘Brahman has but two 
forms,' does not agree with the view that posits three 
entities. If, however, the gross and subtle forms 
together with the impressions respectively springing 
from them constitute two forms, gross and subtle, while 
Brahman is a third entity possessed of those two forms, 
and there is no fourth entity in between, then only is 
the assertion, 'Brahman has but two forms," congruous. 
Otherwise we have to imagine that the individual self 
is a part of Brahman, and has the two forms ; or that 
the Supreme Self, through the medium of the individual 
self, has them. In that case the use of the dual 
number, indicating only ‘two forms,’ would be in- 
consistent. The plural, denoting 'many forms,' includ- 
ing the impressions, would be more appropriate—the 
gross and subtle forms being two, and the impressions 
being a third entity. If it is maintained that the gross 
and subtle forms alone are the forms of the Supreme 
Self, but the impressions belong to the individual self, 
then the form of expression used, viz. that 'the Supreme 
Self, which undergoes modification through the medium 
of the individual self, (has the forms), would be 
meaningless, since impressions too would equally affect 
the Supreme Self through the medium of the individual 
self. But we cannot at all imagine, except in a figura- 
tive sense, that a thing undergoes modification through 
the medium of something else. Nor is the individual 
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self something different from the Supreme Self. To 
admit this is to contradict one’s own premise. There- 
fore this sort of interpretation has its origin only in the 
imagination of those who are ignorant of the:meaning 
of the Vedas, and is not warranted by the text. An 
interpretation of the Vedas that is not so warranted 
cannot be regarded either as a true interpretation or as 
helping towards it, for the Vedas do not derive their 
authority from any other source. Therefore the view 
that three entities are in question is untenable. 


The subtle body has been introduced in connection 
with matters relating to the body in the clause, 'The 
being that is in the right eye’ (II. iii. 5), and in 
connection with those relating to the gods in the clause, 
‘The being that is in the sun’ (II. iii. 3). The word 
‘that’ (in the expression, ‘The form of that being’) 
refers to something that is being discussed, in other 
words, that which is the essence of the subtle undefined, 
but not the individual self. 


Objection : Why should not these forms belong to 
the individual self, since it too has a place in the 
discussion, and the word ‘that’ refers to something that 
is under discussion ? 


Reply: No, for the Sruti wants to teach the 
transcendent nature of the individual self. If the 
forms, ‘Like a cloth dyed with turmeric,’ etc. (II. iii. 
6), really belong to the individual self, then it would 
not be described as indefinable in the terms, ‘Not this, 
not this.’ 


Objection © Suppose we say this is a description 
of something else, and not of the individual self. 
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Reply - Not so, for at the end of the fourth 
chapter (IV. v. 15), referring to the individual self! in 
the words, ‘Through what, O Maitreyi, should one know 
the Knower?’ (IV. v. 15), it is concluded: ‘This self is 
That which has been described as ''Not this, not 
this." " Besides, thus only can the statement, ‘I will 
instruct you (about Brahman),’ be relevant. That is 
to say, if the Sruti wants to teach the transcendent 
nature of the individual self—which is free from all 
differentiations of limiting adjuncts, then only can this 
assertion be fulfilled. Because, instructed in this way, 
the student knows himself to be Brahman, thoroughly 
understands the import of the scriptures, and is afraid 
of nothing. If, on the other hand, the individual self 
is one, and what is described as ‘Not this, not this’ is 
something else, then the student would understand just 
the reverse of truth, viz. that Brahman is something, 
and that he is something else. He would not ‘Know 
only himself as, ‘‘I am Brahman'' ' (I. iv. 10). There- 
fore the forms given in the passage, ‘Now the form of 
that being,' etc. are only those of the subtle body. 

Besides, in order to tell the nature of the supreme 
Self, which is the Truth of truth, the latter must be 
told in its entirety. And impressions being the partic- 
ular forms of that truth, these forms of the impressions 
are being mentioned. These are the forms of this 
being, i.e. of the subtle body that is being discussed. 
What are they? As in life we have a cloth dyed with 
turmeric, so in the presence of objects of enjoyment the 
mind gets a similar colouring of impressions, whence a 
man under such circumstances is said to be attached, 


!In its unconditioned aspect as the Witness. 
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as a cloth, for instance, is dyed. Also as sheep’s wool 
is grey, so are some other forms of impressions. Again, 
as in the world the insect called Indragopa is deep red, 
so also are some impressions of the mind. The colour- 
ing varies sometimes according to the objects presented 
to the mind, and sometimes according to the tendencies 
of the mind itself. As again a tongue of fire is bright, 
so are some people's impressions at times. Like a 
white lotus too are the impressions of some. As in 
nature a single flash of lightning ilumines everything 
so according to the intensity of the manifestation of 
knowledge, do the impressions of some people. It is 
impossible to ascertain the beginning, middle or end, 
or number, place, time and circumstances of these 
impressions, for they are innumerable, and infinite are 
their causes. So it will be said in the fourth chapter, 
‘(This self is) identifed with this (what is perceived) 
and with that (what is inferred), etc. (IV. iv. 5). 
Therefore the examples given in the passage, ‘Like a 
cloth dyed with turmeric,’ etc. are not meant to indicate 
the exact number of the varieties of impressions, but 
merely to suggest their types, meaning that impressions 
are like these. The form of impression that has been 
cited at the end, viz. ‘Like a flash of lightning,’ 
belongs to Hiranyagarbha, which suddenly manifests 
itself like lightning, as he emanates from the Un- 
differentiated.! He who knows that particular form of 
impression belonging to  Hiranyagarbha, attains 
splendour like a flash of lightning. The particles ‘ha’ 
and -‘vai’ are for emphasis. Just like this, i.e. like 
that of Hiranyagarbha, becomes the splendour or fame 


1 The unmanifested state of the universe. 
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of one who knows tt, the form of impression last men- 
tioned, as such, as described above. 


Having thus completely described the nature of 
‘truth,’ the Sruti, in order to ascertain the nature of 
what has been called ‘the Truth of truth,’ viz. 
Brahman, begins this: Now therefore—since after 
ascertaining the nature of ‘truth,’ what remains is the 
Truth of truth, therefore the nature of that will be 
next ascertained. Description is a definite statement 
about Brahman. What is this statement? Not this, 
not this., 


How through these two terms ‘Not this, not this’ 
is it sought to describe the Truth of truth? By the 
elimination of all differences due to limiting adjuncts, 
the words refer to something that has no distinguishing 
mark such as name, or form, or action, or hetero- 
geneity, or species, or qualities. Words denote things 
through one or other of these. But Brahman has none 
of these distinguishing marks. Hence It cannot be 
described as, ‘It, is such and such,’ as we can describe 
a cow by saying,. ‘There moves a white cow with 
horns.’ Brahman is described by means of name, 
form and action superimposed on It, in such terms as, 
“Knowledge, Bliss, Brahman’ (III. ix. 28), and ‘Pure 
Intelligence’ (II. iv. 12), ‘Brahman,’ and ‘Atman.’ 
When, however, we wish to describe Its true nature, 
free from all differences due to limiting adjuncts, then 
it is an utter impossibility. Then there is only one 
way left, viz. to describe It as ‘Not this, not this,’ by 
eliminating all possible specifications of It that one may 
know of. 
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These two negative particles are for conveying all- 
inclusiveness through repetition so as to eliminate 
every specification whatsoever that may occur to us. 
Such being the case, the doubt that Brahman has not 
been described is removed. If, on the other hand, 
the two negative particles merely climinated just the 
two aspects of Brahman that are being discussed (viz. 
the gross and subtle), then other aspects of It besides 
these two would not be described, and there would still 
be a doubt as to what exactly Brahman is like. So 
that description of Brahman would be useless, for it 
would not satisfy one’s desire to know It. And the 
purpose of the sentence, ‘I will instruct you about Brah- 
man’ (II. i. 15), would remain unfulfilled. But when 
through the elimination of all limiting adjuncts the 
desire to know about space, time and everything else 
(that is not Brahman) is removed, one realises one’s 
identity with Brahman, the Truth of truth, which is 
homogeneous like a lump of salt, is Pure Intelligence, 
and is without interior or exterior ; his desire to know 
is completely satisfied, and his intellect is centred in 
the Self alone. Therefore the two negative particles in 
“Not this, not this’ are used in an all-inclusive sense. 

Objection: Well, after buckling to with such ado 
is it fair to describe Brahman thus? 

Reply: Yes. Because there is no other and more 
appropriate description than this ‘Not this, not this,’ 
therefore this is the only description of Brahman. The 
particle ‘iti’ covers all possible predications that are to 
be eliminated by the two negative particles, as when 
we say, ‘Every village is beautiful.’ It was said, ‘Its 
secret name is: The Truth of truth’ (II. i. 20) ; it is 
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thus that the Supreme Brahman is the Truth of truth. 
Therefore the name of Brahman that has been men- 
tioned is appropriate. What is it? The Truth of 
truth. The vital force is truth, and It is the Truth 


of that. 


SECTION IV 


‘The Self alone is to be meditated upon’ (I. iv. 
7); ‘Of all these, this Self alone should be realised’ 
(Ibid.), for ‘It is dearer than a son’ etc. (I. iv. 8).! 
In the course of explanation of the above passages 
already introduced, the aim of knowledge and its 
reiation to that aim have been stated in the sentence. 
‘It knew only Itself as, ''I am Brahman.’’ Therefore 
It became all’ (I. iv. 10). Thus it has been mentioned 
that the inner Self is the domain of knowledge. 
While that of ignorance is relative existence, which 
consists of the ends and means of rites with five 
factors, which again depend on the division of men 
into four castes.; it is by nature alternatively manifest 
and unmanifest like the tree and the seed, and is made 
up of name, form and action. This relative existence 
has been dealt with in the passage beginning with, 
‘He (who worships another god thinking), ''He is one, 
and I am another,’’ does not know’ (I. iv. 10), and 
concluded in the passage, 'This indeed consists of 
three things: name, form and action' (I. vi. 1). One 
aspect of it is in accordance with the scriptures and 
makes for progress leading up to the world of Hiranya- 
garbha ; while the other aspect is not in accordance 
with the scriptures and causes degradation down to the 
level of stationary objects. All this has already been 
shown in the sectich beginning with, ‘Two classes of 


1 The last two quotations are adapted 
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Prajapati’s sons,’ etc. (I. ii. r) In order to show 
how a man disgusted with this domain of ignor- 
ance can qualify himself for the knowledge of 
Brahman, which deals with the inner Self, the entire 
domain of ignorance has been concluded in the 
first chapter. But in the second chaptér, after 
introducing the inner Self, which is the domain of 
the knowledge of Brahman, in the words, 'I will tell 
you about Brahman’ (II. i. 1), and ‘I will instruct 
you about Brahman’ (II. i. 15), the Sruti has taught 
about that Brahman, the one without a second devoid 
of all differences, by eliminating, in the wrods, ‘Not 
this, not this,’ all material qualities summed up in the 
word ‘truth,’ which by its very nature comprises 
action, its factors and its results. As part of this 
knowledge of Brahman, the Sruti wishes to enjoin 
renunciation. 

Rites with five factors such as wife, son and 
wealth constitute the domain of ignorance, because 
they do not lead to the attainment of the Self. If a 
thing calculated to produce a particular result is applied 
to bring about a different result, it frustrates its 
purpose. Running or walking is not the means to 
appease one's hunger or thirst. The son and the rest 
have been prescribed in the Sruti as means to the 
attainment of the world of men, of the Manes and of 
the gods, not as means to the attainment of the Self. 
They have been mentioned as producing those specific 
results. And they have not been enjoined on the 
knower of Brahman, being classed by the Sruti as rites 
with material ends, in the passage, ‘This much indeed 
is desire’ (I. iv. 17). And the knower of Brahman 
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has already attained all desires ; he cannot for that very 
reason have any more desires. The Sruti too says. 
‘We who have attained this Self, this world’ (IV. 
iv. 22). 

But there are some who hold that even a knower 
of Brahman has desires. They have certainly never 
heard the Brhadaranyaka Upanisad, nor of the distinc- 
tion made by the Sruti that the desire for a son and so 
forth belongs to an ignorant man, and that with regard 
to the domain of knowledge, the statement, 'What 
shall we achieve through children, we who have 
attained this Self, this world?' and so on, is applicable. 
They do not also know the contradiction, based on 
incongruity, between the attainment of knowledge, 
which obliterates all action with its factors and results, 
and ignorance together with its effects. Nor have they 
heard Vyasa's statement (on the subject). The contra- 
diction rests on the opposite trends of the nature of 
rites and that of knowledge, which partake respectively 
of ignorance and illumination. On being asked, ‘There 
are two Vedic injunctions: Perform rites, and give up 
rites. What is the goal of knowledge, and what of 
rites? I wish to be enlightened on this. So please 
instruct me. These two (it seems) are mutually contra- 
dictory and run counter to each other’ (Mbh. XII. 
ccxlvii. 1-2), Vyasa replied, thereby showing the 
contradiction, ‘Men are bound by rites and freed by 
knowledge. Hence sages who have known the truth 
never perform rites,’ and so on (Ibid., verse 7). 
Therefore the knowledge of Brahman leads to the 
highest goal for man not with, but without the help of 
any auxiliary means, for otherwise there would be 
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contradiction all round. It is to show this that 
renunciation of the world, which consists in giving up 
all means, is sought to be enjoined as a subsidiary 
step. For at the end of the fourth chapter it has been 
asserted, ‘This much indeed is (the means of) im- 
mortality, my dear’; and we have also a sign for 
inference (about this) in the fact that Yajüavalkya, 
who was a ritualist, renounced the world. 


Moreover, the knowledge of Brahman as a means 
to immortality has been imparted to Maitreyi, who was 
. without the means to perform rites. Also wealth has 
been deprecated. If rites were means to immortality, 
the derogatory remarks about wealth would be out of 
place, since on it rites with five factors depend. If, 
however, rites are desired to be shunned, then it is 
proper to decry the means to them. Besides (in the 
state of knowledge) there is an absence of the con- 
‘sclousness about caste, order of life, etc., which are 
the qualifications for the performance of rites, as we 
see in the passages, ‘The Brahmana ousts one’ (II. 
iv. 6 ; IV. v. 7), 'The Ksatriya ousts one,' etc. (Ibid.). 
When one ceases to consider oneself a Brahmana, a 
Ksatriya, or the like, there is certainly no room for 
such injunctions as that this is the duty of Brahmanas, 
or that this is the duty of Ksatriyas, for there are no 
such persons. For a man who does not identify him- 
self as a Brahmana, a Ksatriya, or the like, rites and 
their accessories, which are the effects of that con- 
sciousness, are automatically dropped because of the 
giving up of that consciousness. Therefore this story 
is introduced with a view to enjoining renunciation of 
the world as part of the knowledge of the Self. 
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aaa Aaa aae, yaretear atsen- 
emegi, gra ISAN Retard qu 
vifa itu 


I. ‘Maitreyi, my dear, said Yajfiavalkya, 
“I am going to renounce this life.’ Allow me to 
finish between you and Katyayani. ’* 


The sage Yajnavalkya addressing his wife, Mai- 
treyi, said, ‘Maitreyi, I am going to renounce this 
householder’s life—I intend to take up the life of 
renunciation, which is the next higher life. Hence I 
ask your permission.—The particle ‘are’ is a vocative. 
—Further I wish to finish between you and my second 
wife, Katyayam, i.e. put an end to the relationship 
that existed between you through me, your common 
husband ; by dividing my property between you I will 
separate you through wealth, and go.' 


ar tara aia, we on ord sut aat gf 
Raa quii erent aaraa emu, afa ET 
ZW, aidiqnciaat sitfid ata d stia 
aa, agaaa gp amma AAA N R N 


2. Thereupon Maitreyi said, ‘Sir, if indeed 
this whole earth full of wealth be mine, shall I 
be immortal through that? ' ‘No, replied 
Yajüavalkya, ‘ your life will be just like that of 


1 The same episode also forms the fifth section of the 
fourth chapter of this book. 
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people who have plenty of things, but there is 
no hope of immortality through wealth. ' 


Thus addressed, Maitreyi said, ‘Str, if indeed this 
whole earth girdled by the ocean and full of wealth be 
mine, shall I be immortal through that, i.e. through 
rites such as the Agnihotra, which can be performed 
with the entire wealth of the earth? The particle ‘nu’ 
indicates deliberation. The word ‘Katham’ (how) 
indicates disbelief, meaning ‘never’; or it may have an 
interrogative force, in which case it should be construed 
with the slightly remote words, ‘Shall I be immortal?’ 
‘No,’ replied Yajnavalkya. If the word ‘how’ indi- 
cates disbelief, Yajnavalkya’s word ‘No’ is an approval. 
If it has an interrogative force, his reply means, ‘You 
can never be immortal; as is the life of people of 
means filled with materials of enjoyment, so will your 
life be ; but there is no hope, even in thought, of im- 
mortality through wealth, i.e. rites performed with 
wealth.’ 


Wr sara AIA, Aas azar eat fend aa 
spain? ata wads quu mE tt 2 N 


3. Then Maitreyi said, ' What shall I do 
with that which -will not make me immortal? 
Tell me, sir, of that alone which you know (to be 
the only means of immortality). ’ 


Thus addressed, Maittreyi said in reply, ‘If this 
is so, what shall I do with that wealth which will 
not make me immortal? Tell me, sir, of that alone 
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which you know to be the only means of immor- 
tality.' 


a Aaa araaer:, An senos ud fd 
mA, ule, sate, carearenia 3, GUITSDEITUDGI 
a 8 farfqerrerea n 9 n 


4. Yajfüavalkya said, ‘My dear, you have 
been my beloved (even before), and you say 
what is after my heart. Come, take your seat, 
I will explain it to you. As I explain it, medi- 
tate (on its meaning). 

When rites performed with wealth .were rejected 
as a means to immortality, Yaj£avalkya, seeing that 
Maitreyi concurred with his views, was pleased and 
said, ʻO Maitreyi, you have been my beloved even 
before, and now you say what is just after my heart. 
Therefore come and take your seat, I will explain to 
you what you desire—that knowledge of the Self 
which confers immortality. But as I explain it, 
meditate, or desire to reflect steadfastly, on the mean- 
ing of my words.’ The particle ‘bata’ is suggestive of 
tenderness. 


a àma, a ar at qem waa gia: fs 
wala, sene «rep ofa: frat vata; «duret 
sara arava strat (üt wala, aaa waa 
aar fat vata) a ar at qurur ST JN: 
ftat afta, amaaa rura gat: fret waar | 


a at at fader arama fae fad wala, crane 
23 
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aaa Aa frat wal a at at ae: RAA 
sa fra vale, arena rura sup iat wafer | 
sp at at caer war aa fud wala, sUcemacg 
iar ax fad wala a ar at start aaa 
Am: fiat nafa, aena rur AR: fa 
aaa aad arat smara gar: fan nafa, 
araa ama Gur faa vafal a ar at 
qami maa gara arr aaka, aeaaea 
aaa aper Aar wafer) aa ost gaer 
warm aa faa wala, arenaga gia aa fa 
wafa arat ar at gust: cas Arar 
RRsat Saf, area ar et aaa waa 
nen feres at faf n 4 i 


5. He said: It is not for the sake of the 
husband, my dear, that he is loved, but for one’s 
own sake that he is loved. It is not for the sake 
of the wife, my dear, that she is loved, but for 
one’s own sake that she is loved. It is not for 
the sake of the sons, my dear, that they are 
loved, but for one’s own sake that they are 
loved. It is not for the sake of wealth, my dear, 
that it is loved, but for one’s own sake that it is 
loved. It is not for the sake of the Brahmana, 
my dear, that he is loved, but for one’s own sake 
that he is loved. It is not for the sake of the 
Ksatriya, my dear, that he ið loved, but for one’s 
own sake that he is loved. It is not for the sake 
of the worlds, my dear, that they are loved, but 
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for one's own sake that they are loved. It is not 
for the sake of the gods, my dear, that they are 

loved, but for one's own sake that they are: 
loved. It is not for the sake of the beings, my 

dear, that they áre loved, but for one's own sake 

that they are loved. It is not for the sake of all, 

my dear, that all is loved, but for one’s own sake - 
that it is loved. The Self, my dear Maitreyi, 
should be realised—should be heard of, reflected 
on and meditated upon. By the realisation of 
the Self, my dear, through hearing, reflection 
and meditation, all this 1s known. 


With a view to teaching renunciation as a means 
to immortality, Yajfiavalkya creates a distaste for the 
wife, husband, sons, etc., so that they may be given 
up. He said, ‘It is not for the sake or necessity of 
the husband that he is loved by the wife, but it is 
for one's own sake that he is loved by her.’ The 
particle 'vai' (indeed) recalls something that is well- 
known, signifying that this is a matter of common 
knowledge. Similarly it ts not for the sake of the 
wife, etc. The rest is to be explained as before. Like- 
wise it is not for the sake of the sons, wealth, the 
Brahmana, the Ksatriya, the worlds, the gods, the 
beings, and all, The priority of enumeration is in the 
order of their closeness to us as sources of joy ; for it 
is all the more desirable to create a distaste for them. 
The use of the word ‘all’ is for including everything 
that has and has not been mentioned. Hence it is a 
well-known fact that the Self alone is dear, and nothing 
else, It has already been said, ‘This (Self) is dearer 
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than a son,’ etc. (I. iv. 8). The present text serves as 
a detailed commentary on that. Therefore our love for 
other objects is secondary, since they contribute to the 
pleasure of the Self ; and our love for the Self alone 1s 
primary. Therefore ‘the Self, my dear Maitreyi, 
should be realised, is worthy of realisation, or should 
be made the object of realisation. It should first be 
heard of from a teacher and from the scriptures, then 
reflected on through reasoning, and then steadfastly 
meditated upon.’ Thus only is It realised—-when these 
means, viz. hearing, reflection and meditation, have 
been gone through. When these three are combined, 
then only true realisation of the unity of Brahman is 
accomplished, not otherwise by hearing alone. The 
different castes such as the Brahmana or the Ksatriya, 
the various orders of life, and so on, upon which rites 
depend, and which consist of actions, their factors and 
their results, are objects of notions superimposed on the 
Self by ignorance— based on false notions like that of 
a snake in a rope. In order to destroy these he says, 
"By the realisation of the Self, my dear, through hear- 
ing, reflection and meditation, all this is known.'! 


TH ei WUANSAACAN sun Qu, sm ei qaar- 
VISTA: MIT qq, Brad wWrgalsernenay 


dere, aured gagasan merda, quu 
a qergafsemmrenet quer Aq, aa af qurqmetseq- 


1 Sankara’s language here follows IV. v. 6. 
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SERR: aa Ur, ed sum, Kd ay, «a STR, EC: 
aer:, catia sqerrfet, ui aa agane N É N 


6. The Brahmana ousts one who knows him 
as different from the Self. The Ksatriya ousts 
one who knows him as different from the Self. 
The worlds oust one who knows them as different 
from the Self. The gods oust one who knows 
them as different from the Self. The beings oust 
one who knows them as different from the Self. 
All ousts one who knows it as different from the 
Self. This Brahmana, this Ksatriya, these 
worlds, these gods, these beings, and this all are 
the Self. 


Objection: How can the knowledge of one thing 
lead to that of another? 


Reply : The objection is not valid, for there is 
nothing besides the Self. If there were, it would not 
be known, but there is no such thing ; the Self is every- 
thing. Therefore It being known, everything would be 
known. How is it that the Self is everything? The 
Sruti answers it: The Brahmana ousts or rejects the 
man who knows him to be different from the Self, i.e. 
who knows that the Brahmana is not the Self. The 
Brahmana does so out of a feeling that this man 
considers him to be different from the Self. For the 
Supreme Self is the Self of all. Similarly the Ksatnya, 
the worlds, the gods, the beings, and all oust him. 
This Brahmana and all the rest that have been 
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enumerated ave the Self that has been introduced as 
the object to be realised through hearing etc. Because 
everything springs from the Self, is dissolved in It, and 
remains imbued with It during continuance, for it 
cannot be perceived apart from the Self. Therefore 
everything is the Self. 


SW ZTPWÉSIHITUT A STEIDSUSTISNNTUU- 
SEU, FEA AUA—segrarenaed qr— seg 
FT: 1 9 I 


7. As when a drum is beaten one cannot 
distinguish its various particular notes, but they 
are included in the general note of the drum or 
in the general sound produced by different kinds 
of strokes. 


But how can we know that all this is the Self now? 
Because of the inherence of Pure Intelligence in every- 
thing, we conclude that everything is That. An 
ilustration is being given: We see in life that if a 
thing cannot be perceived apart from something else, 
the latter is the essence of that thing. As,-for instance, 
when a drum or the like is beaten with a stick etc., 
one cannot distinguish its various particular notes from 
the general note of the drum, but they are included in, 
taken as modifications of, the general note: We say 
these are all notes of the drum, having no existence 
apart from the general note of the drum. Or the 
particular notes produced by different kinds of strokes 
are included in the general sound produced by those 
strokes : They cannot. be perceived as distinct notes, 
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having no separate existence. Similarly nothing partic- 
ular is perceived in the waking and dream states apart 
from Pure Intelligence. Therefore those things should 
be considered non-existent apart from Pure Intelligence. 


H MID NEA tHRIHIUI A MERETI- 
TEMA, NEI F SEU NQSGTE I SII 
WEA wc 


8. As when a conch is blown one cannot 
distinguish its various particular notes, but they 
are included in the general note of the conch or 
in the general sound produced by different kinds 
of playing. 

Similarly, as when a conch ts blown, connected or 
filled with sound. one cannot distinguish its various 
particular notes, etc.—to be explained as before. 


aan dv] Wad a Wass 
MIEN, dur gp Seu maA aT— West 
WHAT qe 


9. As when a Vina’ is played on one cannot 
distinguish its various particular notes, but they 
are included in the general note of the Vinà or 
in the general sound produced by different kinds 
of playing. 

Similarly, as when a Vina is played on, etc. The 
dative case in 'Vinayai' stands for the genitive. The 
citation of many examples here is for indicating 


1A kind of guitar. 
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varieties of genus ; for there are many distinct kinds 
of genus, sentient and insentient. It is to show how 
through a series of intermediate steps they are included 
in a supreme genus, Pure Intelligence, that so many 
examples are given. Just as a drum, a conch and a 
Vina have distinct general and particular notes of their 
own, which are included in sound in general, so during 
the continuance of the universe we may know all things 
to be unified in Brahman, because the varieties of 
genus and particulars are not different from It. 


a wigan afafa, ud 
aT atse ne qasa Bsafeaüadgesmt agia: 
amadis àa: gem fra sefa: 
aSteat: gagara A maA; Aar 
fessaferarfet n 2o u 


IO. As from a fire kindled with wet faggot 
diverse kinds of smoke issue, even so, my 
dear, the Rg-Veda, Yajur-Veda, Sama-Veda, 
Atharvangirasa, history, mythology, arts, Upa- 
nisads, verses, aphorisms, elucidations and 
explanations are (like) the breath of this infinite 
Reality. They are like the breath of this 
(Supreme Self). 


Likewise it may be understood that the universe, 
at the time of its origin as also prior to it, is nothing 
but Brahman. As before the separation of the sparks, 
smoke, embers and flames, all these are nothing but 
fire, and therefore there is but one substance, fire, so it 
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is reasonable to infer that this universe differentiated 
into names and forms is, before its origin, nothing but 
Pure Intelligence. This is expressed as follows: As 
from a fire kindled with wet faggot diverse kinds of 
smoke issue. The word ‘smoke’ is suggestive of sparks 
etc. as well -meaning smoke, sparks, etc., issue. Like 
this example, O Maitreyi, all this is like the breath of 
this infinite Reality, the Supreme Self that is being 
discussed. ‘Breath’ here means, like the breath. As 
a man breathes without the slightest effort, so do all 
these come out of It. What are those things that are 
spoken of as issuing from It as Its breath? The Rg- 
Veda, Yajur-Veda, Sama-Veda, Atharvangirasa, i.e. 
the four kinds of Mantras. History, such as the 
dialogue between Urvasi and Purüravas—'The nymph 
Urvasi, and so on (S. XI. iv. 4. 1) ; it is this Brah- 
mana that is meant. Mythology, such as, ‘This 
universe was in the beginning unmanifest,' etc. (Tai. 
II. 7). Arts, which treat of music, dancing, etc.— 
‘This is also Veda,’ etc. (S. XIII. iv. 3. 10-14). 
Upanisads, such as, ‘It should be meditated upon as. 
dear,’ etc. (IV. 1. 3). Verses, the Mantras occurring in 
the Brahmanas, such as, ‘Regarding this there are the 
following verses’ (IV. iii. x ; IV. iv. 8). Aphorisms, 
those passages of the Vedas which present the truth in 
a nutshell, for example,. ‘The Self alone is to be medi- 
tated upon’ (I. iv. 7). Elucidations—of the Mantras. 
Explanations, eulogistic passages. Or ‘elucidations’ 
may be of the ‘aphorisms’ above. As the passage, 
‘The Self alone is to be meditated upon,’ or the 
passage, ‘He (who worships another god thinking), 
‘‘He is one, and I am another," does not know. He 
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is like an animal (to the gods)’ (I. iv. ro), has this 
concluding portion of the present chapter as its elucida- 
tion. And ‘explanations’ may be of the Mantras. Thus 
these are the eight divisions of the Brahmanas, 


So only the Mantras and Brahmanas are meant.* 
It is the eternally composed and already existent Vedas 
that are manifested like a man's breath-—without any 
thought or effort on his part. Hence they are an 
authority as regards their meaning, independently of 
any other means of knowledge. Therefore those who 
aspire after well-being must accept the verdict of the 
Vedas on knowledge or on rites, as it is. The differen- 
tiation of forms invariably depends on the manifesta- 
tion of their names.? Name and form are the limiting 
adjuncts of the Supreme Self, of which, when they are 
differentiated, it is impossible to tell whether they are 
identical with or different from It, as is the case with 
the foam of water. It is name and form in all their 
stages? that constitute relative existence. Hence name 
has been compared to breath. By this statement it is 
implied that form too is like breath. Or we may 
explain it differently: In the passage, “The Brahmana 
ousts one... . all this is the Self? (II. iv. 6; IV. v. 
7) the entire world of duality has been spoken of 
as the domain of ignorance. This may lead to a 
doubt about the authority of the Vedas. In order to 
remove this doubt it is said that since the Vedas issue 


! And not the popular meanings of those eight terms. 
? The one implies the other 
? Varying degrees of grossness or subtleness. 
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without any effort like a man's breath, they are an 
authority ; they are not like other books. 


€ an nerui wm URAI, ud ust 
eqmiat cmm, ud aast egeo arum 
anaa, usd uut cant Burr, us glat 
BATT IRRA, usd AAI eat AARAA, 
ud Gat Wada np anag, us uut faut 
ERRAR, ud udi «maur ARTAN, ud 
ağumaarmga GHA, Ud east antat 
quits, usd BAIT Ta, ud 
mE daret ana, 2? N 


II. As the ocean is the one goal’ of all sorts 
of water, as the skin is the one goal of all kinds 
of touch, as the nostrils are the one goal of all 
odours, as the tongue is the one goal of alb 
savours, as the eye js the one goal of all colours, 
as the ear is the one goal of all sounds, «s the 
Manas is the one goal of all deliberations, as the 
intellect is the one goal of all kinds of knowledge, 
as the hands are the one goal of all sorts of work, 
as the organ of generation is the one goal of all 
kinds of enjoyment, as the anus is the one goal 
of all excretions, as the feet are the one goal of 
all kinds of walking, as the organ of speech is 
the one goal of all Vedas. 


! The place where they merge or are unified. 
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Moreover, it is not only at the time of its origin 
and continuance that the universe, on account of its 
non-existence apart from Pure Intelligence, is Brahman, 
but it is so at the time of dissolution also. Just as 
bubbles, foam, etc. are non-existent apart from water, 
so name, form and action, which are the effects of Pure 
Intelligence and dissolve in It are non-existent apart 
from It. Therefore Brahman is to be known as Pure 
Intelligence, one and homogeneous. So the text runs 
as follows—the examples are illustrative of dissolution — 
As the ocean is the one goal, meeting place, the place 
of dissolution or unification, of all sorts of water such 
as that of rivers, tanks and lakes. Likewise as the 
skin is the one goal of all kinds of touch such as soft 
or hard, rough or smooth, which are identical in nature 
with air.! By the word ‘skin,’ touch in general, which 
is perceived by the skin, is meant ; in it different kinds 
of touch are merged, like different kinds of water in 
the ocean, and become nonentities without it, for they 
were merely its modifications. Similarly that touch in 
general, denoted by the word ‘skin,’ is merged in the 
deliberation of the Manas, that is to say, in a general 
consideration by it, just as different kinds of touch are 
included in touch in general perceived by the skin ; 
without this consideration by the Manas it becomes a 
nonentity. The consideration by the Manas also is 
merged in a general cognition by the intellect, and 
becomes non-existent without it. Becoming mere 
consciousness, it is merged in Pure Intelligence, the 
Supreme Brahman, like different kinds of water in the 


1 As representing the vital force 
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ecean. When through these successive steps sound and 
the rest, together with their receiving organs, are 
merged in Pure Intelligence, there are no more limiting 
adjuncts, and only Brahman, which is Pure Intelli- 
gence, comparable to a lump of salt, homogeneous, 
infinite, boundless and without a break, remains. 
Therefore the Self alone must be regarded as one with- 
out a second. 

Similarly the nostrils, i.e. odour in general, (are 
the one goal) of all odours, which are modes of earth. 
Likewise the tongue, or taste in general perceived by 
the tongue, of all savours, which are modes of water. 
So also the eye, or colour in general perceived by the 
eye, of all colours, which are modes of light. So also 
(the ear, or) sound in general perceived by the ear, of 
all sounds, as before. Similarly the generalities of 
sound and the rest are merged in deliberation, i.e. a 
general consideration of them by the Manas. This 
consideration by the Manas again is merged in mere 
consciousness, i.e. a general cognition by thé intellect. 
Becoming mere consciousness, it is merged in the 
Supreme Brahman, which is Pure Intelligence. 
Similarly the objects of the motor organs such as 
different kinds of speaking, taking, walking, excretion 
and enjoyment are merged in their general functions, 
like different kinds of water in the ocean, and can no 
more be distinguished. These general functions are 
again nothing but the vital force, which is identical 
with intelligence. The Kausitaki Upanisad reads, 
‘That which is the vital force is intelligence, and that 
which is intelligence is the vital force’ (III. 3). 
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Objection : In everyone of those instances the 
mergence of the objects only has been spoken of, but 
not that of the organs. What is the motive of this? 

Reply : True, but the Sruti considers the organs 
to be of the same category as the objects, not of a 
different category. The organs are but modes of the 
objects in order to perceive them, as a light, which is 
but a mode of colour, is an instrument for revealing all 
colours. Similarly the organs are but modes of all 
particular objects in order to perceive them, as is the 
case with a lamp. Hence no special care is to be taken 
to indicate the dissolution of the organs ; for these being 
the same as objects in general, their dissolution is 
implied by that of the objects. 


It has been stated as a proposition that ‘This all 
is the Self’ (IT. iv. 6). The reason given for this is 
that the universe is of the same nature as the Self, 
springs from the Self, and is merged in It. Since there 
is nothing but Intelligence at the time of the origin, 
continuance and dissolution of the universe, therefore 
what has been stated as ‘Intelligence is Brahman’ 
(Ai. V. 3) and ‘All this is but the Self? (Ch. VII. 
XXV. '2), is established through reasoning. The Paura- 
nikas hold that this dissolution is natural. While that 
which is consciously effected by the knowers of 
Brahman through their knowledge of Brahman is 
called extreme dissolution, which happens through the 


l The effects dissolving into their causes. 
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cessation of ignorance. What follows deals specially 
with that. 


a aa Seqqüe: sak qud saan AA- 
Xd, a gleteaemaa qg, d! aaecaredia 
BINA, TH A su gd quümqadaeedüqu faara- 
qt ut)! anal war agona ang 
(mua, a Sa dardteat cft dara 
STIS: |] LR II 


IZ. As a lump of salt dropped into water 
dissolves with (its component) water, and no one 
is able to pick it up, but whencesoever one takes 
it, it tastes salt, even so, my dear, this great, 
endless, infinite Reality is but Pure Intelligence. 
(The self) comes out (as a separate entity) from 
these elements, and (this separateness) is 
destroyed with them. After attaining (this 
oneness) it has no more consciousness.’ This is 
what I say, my dear. So said Yajnavalkya. 


An illustration on the point is being given: As a 
lump of sali, etc. The derivative meaning of the word 
‘Sindhu’ is water, because it ‘flows’ That which is a’ 
modification or product of water is 'Saindhava,' or 
salt. ‘Khilya’ is the same as ‘Khila’ (a lump). A 
lump of salt dropped into water, its cause, dissolves 
with the dissolution of (its component) water. The 
solidification of a lump through its connection with 


1 That is, particular consciousness. 
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particles of earth and heat goes when the lump comes 
in contact with water, its cause. This is the dissolution 
of (the component) water, and along with it the lump 
of salt is said to be dissolved. No one, not even an 
expert, is able to pick it up as before. The particle 
‘iva’ is expletive ; the meaning is, none can at all pick 
it up. Why? Whencesoever, from whichsoever part, 
one takes the water and tastes it, i£ is salt. But there 
is no longer any lump. 


Like this illustration, O Maitreyi, is this great 
Reality called the Supreme Self, from which you have 
been cut off by ignorance as a separate entity, through 
your connection with the limiting adjuncts of the body 
and organs, and have become mortal, subject to birth 
and death, hunger and thirst, and other such relative 
attributes, and identified with name, form and action, 
and think you are born of such and such a family. 
That separate existence of yours, which has sprung 
from the delusion engendered by contact with the limit- 
ing adjuncts of the body and organs, enters its cause, 
the great Reality, the Supreme Self, which stands for 
the ocean, is undecaying, immortal, beyond fear, pure, 
homogeneous like a lump of salt, Pure Intelligence, 
infinite, boundless, without a break, and devoid of 
differences caused by the delusion brought on by 
ignorance. When that separate existence has entered 
and been merged in its cause, in other words, when 
the differences created by ignorance are gone, the 
universe becomes one without a second, ‘the great 
Reality.’ Great, because It is greater than everything 
else and is the cause of the ether etc.; Reality (Bhüta) 
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—always a fact, for It never deviates from Its nature. 
The verbal suffix ‘kta’ here denotes past, present and 
future. Or the word 'Bhüta' may denote truth ; the 
expression then would mean: It is great and true. 
There may be things in the relative world as big as the 
Himalayas, for instance, created by a dream or illusion, 
but they are not true ; hence the text adds the qualify- 
ing word ‘true.’ It is endless. Sometimes this may 
be in a relative sense ; hence the text qualifies it by the 
term infinite. Pure Intelligence : Lit. a solid mass of 
intelligence. The word 'Ghana' (a solid mass) excludes 
everything belonging to a different species, as 'a solid 
mass of gold or iron.’ The particle ‘eva’ (only) is 
intensive. The idea is that there is no foreign element 
in It. 

Question: If It is one without a second, really 
pure and untouched by the miseries of the relative 
world, whence is this separate existence of the indi- 
vidual self, in which it is born or dies, is happy or 
miserable, possessed of the ideas of 'I and mine,' and 
so on, and which is troubled by many a relative 
attribute ? 

Reply : I wil explain it. There are the elements 
transformed into the body, organs and sense-objects, 
consisting of name and form. They are like the foam 
and bubbles on the limpid water of the Supreme Self. 
The mergence of these elements down to sense-objects 
in Brahman, which is Pure Intelligence, through a 
discriminating knowledge of the Truth has been spoken 
of—like the emptying of rivers into the ocean. From 
these elements called ‘truth,’ i.e. with their aid, the 
self comes out like a lump of salt. As from water 


24 
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reflections of the sun, moon and so on arise, or from 
the proximity of such limiting adjuncts as red cotton- 
pads a transparent crystal turns red and so forth, so 
from the limiting adjuncts of the elements, transformed 
into the body and organs, the self comes out clearly as 
an individualised entity. These elements, transformed 
into the body, organs and sense-objects, from which 
the self comes out as an individual, and which are the 
cause of its individualisation, are merged, like rivers in 
the ocean, by the realisation of Brahman through the 
instruction of the scriptures and the teacher, and are 
destroyed. And when they are destroyed like the foam 
and bubbles of water, this individualised existence too 
ts destroyed with them. As the reflections of the sun, 
moon, etc. and the colour of the crystal vanish when 
their causes, the water, the red cotton-pad, and so on, 
are removed, and only the (sun), moon, etc., remain 
as they are, so the endless, infinite and limpid Pure 
Intelligence alone remains. 

After attaining (this oneness) the self, freed from 
the body and organs, has no more particular con- 
sciousness. — This is what I say, my dear Maitreyi. 
No more is there such particular consciousness as, 
‘I so and so am the son of so and so ; this is my land 
and wealth ; I am happy or miserable.' For it is due 
to ignorance, and since ignorance is absolutely de- 
stroyed by the realisation of Brahman, how can the 
knower of Brahman, who is established in his nature as 
Pure Intelligence, possibly have any such particular 
consciousness? Even when a man is in the bedy,? 


t E.g. in the state of deep sleep 
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particular consciousness is impossible ; so how can it 
ever exist in a man who has been absolutely freed from 
the body and organs? So said Yajnavaikya—pro- 
pounded this philosophy of the highest truth to his 
wife, Maitreyi. 


a sara Asef, seta ar aaga, A ica 
dardifa ; « Aaa d ar aise are aati, ag 
ar AT ae AMATA N 23 N 


I3. Maitreyi said, ‘Just here you have 
thrown me into confusion, sir—by saying that 
after attaining (oneness) the self has no more 
consciousness.’ Yajfiavalkya said, ‘Certainly 
I am not saying anything confusing, my dear; 
this is quite sufficient for knowledge, O 
Maitreyi.’ 

Thus enlightened, Maitreyi said, ‘By attributing 
contradictory qualities just here, to this identical 
entity, Brahman, you have thrown me into confusion, 
revered sir.’ So she says, ‘Just here,’ etc. How he 
attributed contradictory qualities is being explained: 
“Having first stated that the self is but Pure Intelli- 
gence, you now Say that after attaining (oneness) it has 
no more consciousness. How can it be only Pure 
Intelligence, and yet after attaining oneness have no 
more consciousness? The same fire cannot both be 
hot and cold. So I am confused on this point.’ 
Yajnavalkya said, 'O Maitreyi, certainly I am not 
saying anything confusing, i.e. not using confusing 
language.’ 
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Maitreyi: Why did you mention contradictory 
qualities—Pure Intelligence and, again, absence of 
consciousness ? 

Yajsavalkya : I did not attribute them to the 
same entity. It is you who through a mistake have 
taken one and the same entity to be possessed of 
contradictory attributes. I did not say this. What 
I said was this: When the individual existence of the 
self that is superimposed by ignorance and is connected 
with the body and organs is destroyed by knowledge, 
the particular consciousness connected with the body 
etc., consisting of a false notion, is destroyed on the 
destruction of the limiting adjuncts of the body and 
organs, for they are deprived of their cause, just as 
the reflections of the moon etc., and their effects, the 
light and so forth, vanish when the water and the like, 
which form their support, are gone. But just as the 
sun, moon, etc., which are the realities behind the 
reflections, remain as they are, so that Pure Intelligence 
which is the transcendent Brahman remains unchanged. 
That has been referred to as ‘Pure Intelligence.’ It is 
the Self of the whole universe, and does not really pass 
out with the destruction of the elements. But the 
individual existence, which is due to ignorance, is 
destroyed. ‘Modifications are but names, a mere effort 
of speech,’ says another Sruti (Ch. VI. i. 4-6 and 
iv. 1-4). But this is real. ‘This self, my dear, is 
indestructible’ (IV. v. 14). Therefore this ‘great, 
endless, infinite Reality’—already explained (par. 12) 
—is quite sufficient for knowledge, O Maitreyi. Later 
it will be said, ‘For the knower’s function of knowing 
can never be lost ; because it is immortal’ (IV. iii. 30). 
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14. Because when there is duality, as it 
were, then one smells something, one sees 
something, one hears something, one speaks 
something, one thinks something, one knows 
something. (But) when to the knower of 
Brahman everything has become the Self, then 
what should one smell and through what, what 
should one see and through what, what should 
one hear and through what, what should one 
speak and through what, what should one think 
and through what, what should one know and 
through what? Through what should one know 
That owing to which all this is known—through 
what, O Maitreyi, should one know the Knower ? 


Why then is it said that after attaining oneness 
the self has no more consciousness? Listen. Because 
when, i.e. in the presence of the particular or individual 
aspect of the Self due to the limiting adjuncts of the 
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body and organs conjured up by ignorance, there is 
duality, as it were, in Brahman, which really is one 
without a second, i.e. there appears to be something 
different from the Self. 


Objection: Since duality is put forward as an 
object for comparison, is it not taken to be real? 


Reply : No, tor another Sruti says, ‘Modifications 
are but names, a mere effort of speech’ (Ch. VI. i. 4-6 
and iv. I-4), also ‘One only without a second’ (Ch. 
VI. ii. I), and ‘All this is but the Self’? (Ch. VII. 
XXV. 2). 

Then, just because there is duality as it were, 
therefore one, he who smells. viz. the unreal indi- 
vidual aspect of the Supreme Self, comparable to the 
reflection of the moon etc. in water, smells something 
that can be smelt, through something else, viz. the 
nose. ‘One’ and ‘something’ refer to two typical 
factors of an action, the agent and object, and 'smells' 
signifies the action and its result. As for instance in 
the word ‘cuts.’ This one word signifies the repeated 
strokes dealt and the separation of the object cut into 
two; for an action ends in a result, and the result 
cannot be perceived apart from the action. Similarly 
he who smells a thing that can be smelt does it through 
the nose. The rest is to be explained as above. One 
knows something. This is the state of ignorance. But 
when ignorance has been destroyed by the knowledge 
of Brahman, there is nothing but the Self. When to 
the knower of Brahman everything such as name and 
form has been merged in the Self and has thus become 
the Self, then what object to be smelt should one smell, 
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who should smell, and through what instrument? 
Similarly what should one see and hear? Everywhere 
an action depends on certain factors; hence when these 
are absent, the action cannot take place ; and in the 
absence of an action there can be no result. Therefore 
so long as there is ignorance, the operation of actions, 
their factors and their results can take place, but not 
in the case of a knower of Brahman. For to him 
everything is the Self, and there are no factors or 
results of actions apart from It. Nor can the universe, 
being an unreality, be the Self of anybody. Therefore 
it is ignorance that conjures up the idea of the ncn- 
Self ; strictly speaking, there is nothing but the Self. 
Therefore when one truly realises the unity of the Self, 
there cannot be any consciousness of actions, their 
factors and their results. Hence, because of contradic- 
tion, there is an utter absence of actions and their 
means for the knower of Brahman. The words ‘what’ 
and ‘through what’ are meant as a fling, and suggest 
the sheer impossibility of the other factors of an action 
also ; for there cannot possibly be any factors such as 
the instrument. The idea is that no one by any means 
can smell anything in any manner. 


Even in the state of ignorance, when one sees 
something, through what instrument should one know 
That owing to which all this is known? For that 
instrument of knowledge itself falls under the category 
of objects. The knower may desire to know not about 
itself, but about objects. As fire does not burn itself, 
so the self does not know itself, and the knower can 
have no knowledge of a thing that is not its object. 
Therefore through what instrument should one know 
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the knower owing to which this universe is known, and 
who else should know it? And when to the knower of 
Brahman who has discriminated the Real from the 
unreal there remains only the subject, absolute and 
one without a second, through what instrument, O 
Maitreyi, should one know that Knower? 


SECTION V 


The section on Maitreyi was commenced in order 
to indicate that means of immortality which is wholly 
independent of rites. It is the knowledge of the Self, 
with the renunciation of everything as part of it. 
When It is known, the whole universe is known ; and 
It is dearer than everything ; therefore It should be 
realised. And the way to this realisation is set forth 
in the statement that It should be heard of, reflected 
on and meditated upon. It should be heard of from 
the spiritual teacher and the scriptures, and reflected 
on through reasoning. The reasoning has been stated 
in the passage furnishing arguments in support of the 
proposition, ‘All this is but the Self’ (Ch. VII. xxv. 2), 
viz. that the universe has sprung only from the Self, 
has the Self alone for its genus and dissolves only into 
the Self. Now the validity of this reason may be 
questioned. It is to refute this doubt that this section’ 
is commenced. 


Because there is mutual helpfulness among the 
parts of the universe including the earth, and because 
it is common experience that those things which are 
mutually helpful spring from the same cause, are of 
the same genus and dissolve into the same thing, there- 
fore this universe consisting of the earth etc., on 
account of mutual helpfulness among ts parts, must 
be like that. This is the meaning whi is expressed 
in this section. Or, after the proposition, ‘All this is 
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but the Self, has been supported by the reason that 
the universe has its origin, continuance and dissolution 
in the Self, the meaning is concluded with the present’ 
section, which preponderates in scriptural evidence. 
As the Naiyàyikas say, ‘The restatement of a proposi- 
tion after stating the reason is conclusion’ (Gau. N. I. 
i. 39). Others! explain that the scriptural passages 
preceding the illustration of the drum are for the 
purpose of hearing, those prior to the present section 
are for reflection —since they give the arguments, and 
the present section enjoins meditation. In any case, 
since reflection through reasoning must be strictly in 
accordance with the verdict of scriptural evidence, and 
meditation too must be in accordance with reflection 
through reasoning, that is to say, with the findings of 
scriptural evidence and reasoning, a separate enjoining 
of meditation is unnecessary. Therefore, in our 
opinion, the allocating of separate sections to the hear- 
ing, reflection and meditation is meaningless. At any 
rate the meaning of this and the foregoing chapter is 
summed up in this section. 


xa frt eut quart ay, wm gea natr 
quera ag; aramat gat sien: 
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I. This earth is (like) honey? to all beings, 


! The reference is to Bhartrprapaiica. 
? That is, effect, or helpful. 
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and all beings are (like) honey to this earth. 
(The same with) the shining immortal being who 
is in this earth, and the shining, immortal, 
corporeal being in the body. (These four) are 
but this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is (the 
means of) immortality; this (underlying unity) is 
Brahman; this (knowledge of Brahman) is (the 
means of becoming) all. 


This well-known earth is the honey or effect—being 
like honey—of all beings from Hiranyagarbha down to 
a clump of grass. Just as a beehive is made by a 
great many bees, so is this earth made by all beings. 
Likewise all beings are the honey or effect of this earth. 
Also, the shining, i.e. possessed of the light of intelli- 
gence, and immortal being who is in this earth, and 
the shining, immortal—as above—corporeal being in 
the body, i.e. the self as identified with the subtle 
body, are like honey—being helpful—to all beings, and 
all beings are like honey to them. This we gather 
from the particle ‘ca’ (and) in the text. Thus these 
four are the composite effect of all beings, and all 
beings are the effect of these four. Hence the universe 
has originated from the same cause. That one cause 
from which it has sprung is.alone real—it is Brahman. 
Everything else is an effect, a modification, a mere 
name, an effort of speech merely. This is the gist of 
this whole section dealing with the series of things 
mutually helpful. (The above fourfold division) is but 
this Self that has been premised in the passage, ‘This 
all is the Self’ (II. iv. 6). This Self-knowledge ts the 
means of immortality that has been explained to 
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Maitreyi. This (underlying unity) ts the Brahman 
which has been introduced at the beginning of this 
chapter in the passages, ‘I will speak to you about 
Brahman’ (II. i. r) and ‘I will teach you (about 
Brahman)’ (II. i. 15), and the knowledge of which is 
called the knowledge of Brahman. This knowledge of 
Brahman is that by means of which one becomes all. 


gat aim: wt gaat aa, aramat atic 
wert mq. AAAG AMASJA: gay, 
TAMARA Xaaenimeisusmr quw, Tata 
a disqaear; eque, ndm, qd TTT UR Ul 


2. This water is like honey to all beings, 
and all beings are like honey to this water. (The 
same with) the shining, immortal being who is 
in this water, and the shining, immortal being 
identified with the seed in the body. (These 
four) are but this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is 
(the means of) immortality, this (underlying 
unity) is Brahman, this (knowledge of Brahman) 
is (the means of becoming) all. 


Likewise water. In the body it exists specially in 
the seed. 


erar. eut gaat ay, seat: uim 
wert ma, ammanRauut INASAR: quu, 
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TAIN MERTARANTA: quu, AIAT 
E WISTHIERT; IRIA, Vd mu QW AAA Ut 2 N 


3. This fire is like honey to all beings, and 
all beings are like honey to this fire. (The same 
with) the shining, immortal being who is in this 
fire, and the shining, immortal being identified 
with the organ of speech in the body. (These 
four) are but this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is 
(the means of) immortality, this (underlying 
unity) is Brahman, this (knowledge of Brahman) 
is (the means of becoming) all. 


Similarly fire. It exists specially in the organ of 
speech. 


eri qur Bast perat wa, sed rg eir 
wert mur; aaan Ra State: quw:, 
PATTEM MAASI: Few, SUI 
BDSM ; QARAR, Yd Sum FAIA v 


4. This air is like honey to all beings, and 
all beings are like honey to this air. (The same 
with) the shining, immortal being who is in this 
air, and the shining, immortal being who is the 
vital force in the body. (These four) are but 
this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is (the means 
of) immortality; this (underlying unity) is 
Brahman; this (knowledge of Brahman) is (the 
means of becoming) all. 
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Likewise air. It is the vital force im the body. 
The elements are called honey, because they help by 
furnishing materials for the body. While the beings, 
shining and so forth, residing in them are called honey, 
because they help by serving as the organs. As has 
been said, ‘The earth is the body of that organ of 
speech, and this fire is its luminous organ’ (I. v. I1). 


aara: exert errat er, EAT fats Taher 
qa mg; amk SGT: 
TE, WIAA ARANAN: Fee, 


IAT A ASINCHT; LATA, wl Hn € 
aT us tt 


5. This sun is like honey to all beings, and 
all beings are like honey to this sun. (The same 
with) the shining, immortal being who is in this 
sun, and the shining, immortal being identified 
with the eye in the body. (These four) are but 
this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is (the means 
of) immortality; this (underlying unity) is 
Brahman; this (knowledge of Brahman) is (the 
means of becoming) all. 

So also the sun is like honey. In the body, the 
being identified with the eye. 


w far: east gerat wa, emet faut emfo 
qa ag; aeu fep INAASAR: quw, 
TAA sib MR SHANA TTA: quu, 
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SIRI BA AMSAAHT; AAA, sd SNL Kd 
GAAN N 


6. These quarters are like honey to all 
beings, and all beings are like honey to these 
quarters. (The same with) the shining, im- 
mortal being who is these quarters, and the 
shining, immortal being identified with the ear 
and with the time of hearing, in the body. (These 
four) are but this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is 
(the means of) immortality; this (underlying 
unity) is Brahman; this (knowledge of Brahman) 
is (the means of becoming) all. 


Likewise the quarters are like honey. Although 
the ear is the counterpart of the quarters in the body, 
yet the being identified with the time of hearing is 
mentioned, because he is specially manifest at the time 
of hearing sounds. 


ai Seg: Bat yarat wa, wed see Gather 
reat mg RiT dstUIsueuer Fee, 
AARAA HITUDEdSDTRIDSIGN: quW:, ATAT U 
ASMA ; LTTE, Yd TA, Kd AAT N 9 M 


7. This moon is like honey to all beings, 
and all beings are like honey to this moon. (The 
same with) the shining, immortal being who is 
in this moon, and the shining, immortal being 
identified with the mind in the body. (These 
four) are but this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is 
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(the means of) immortality; this (underlying 
unity) is Brahman; this (knowledge of Brahman) 
is (the means of becoming) all. 


Similarly the moon. In the body, the being 
identified with the mind. 


vd Aaaa amat mq, set free: enfe 
sare wa ; amaneti frafa asttadtsqema: quw, 
TAMARAC ARAMASINA: quu, AAT | 
WISSTHTEHT; AITA, Kd Ha, Kd GAA N < N 


8. This lightning is like honey to all beings, 
and all beings are like honey to this lightning. 
(The same with) the shining, immortal being 
who is in this lightning, and the shining, 
immortal being identified with light in the body. 
(These four) are but this Self. This (Self-knowl- 
edge) is (the means of) immortality; this (under- 
lying unity) is Brahman; this (knowledge of 
Brahman) is (the means of becoming) all. 


So also lightning. In the body, the being identi- 
fied with the light that is in the organ of touch. 


ai were : Bast yerat ay, sm efe: 
etf apart my; maaa uen 
START: quw: "muere sme sicud 


2.5.10] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 385 


SHARA: quu, AART | ASAATEAT ; TaMIAA, E 
BE, TF TAA usu 


O9. This cloud is like honey to all beings, 
and all beings are like honey to this cloud. (The 
same with) the shining, immortal being who is 
in this cloud, and the shining, immortal being 
identified with sound and voice in the body. 
(These. four) are but this Self. This (Self- 
knowledge) is (the means of) immortality; this 
(underlying unity) is Brahman; this (knowledge 
of Brahman) is (the means of becoming) all. 


Likewise the cloud. Although the being identified 
with sound is the one represented in the body, yet as 
he is specially manifest in voice, he is here mentioned 
as such. | 


aaa: aA gaat my, sterner 
aar yori aa, aaraa RiR- 
AA: quu, URXUIHCGICH  EXIRTNRRDSRETISHETH: 
dw, MAAT A Asa ; TATA, Ed Fe, 


Kd QAAN Lo N 

IO. This ether is like honey to all beings, 
and all beings are like honey to this ether. (The 
same with) the shining, immortal being who is 
in this ether, and the shining, immortal being 
who is (identified with) the ether in the heart, in 
the body. (These four) are but this Self. This 
(Self-knowledge) is (the means of) immortality; 
this (underlying unity) is Brahman; this (knowl- 

25 
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edge of Brahman) is (the means of becoming) 
all. 

Similarly the ether. In the body, the ether in 
the heart. 


It has been stated that the elements beginning 
with earth and ending with the ether as also the gods, 
identified respectively with the body and the organs, 
are like honey to each individual because of their 
helpfulness. What connects them with these individ- 
uals so that they are helpful like honey, is now being 
described : 


ad ud: adigai mun seu wem utr 
qa mur, serunfneuü ANANSJARA: quu, 
ANAC MANASTIRI: quu waa a 
ASAAN ; TATA, Qd A, TF TAT A3 d 


II. This righteousness (Dharma) is like 
honey to all beings, and all beings are like honey 
to this righteousness. (The same with) the 
shining, immortal being who is in this righteous- 
ness, and the shining, immortal being identified 
with righteousness in the body. (These four) 
are but this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is (the 
means of) immortality; this (underlying unity) 
is Brahman; this (knowledge of Brahman) is 
(the means of becoming) all. 


This righteousness, etc. Although righteousness is 
not directly perceived, it is here described by the word 
‘this’ as though it were, because the effects initiated by 
it (earth etc.) are directly perceived. Righteousness 
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has been explained (I. iv. 14) as consisting of the 
Srutis and Smrtis, as the power which controls even the 
Ksatriyas etc., which causes the variety of the universe 
through the transformation of the elements, and which 
is practised by people. This last is another reason 
why it has been mentioned here as something directly 
perceived—as ‘this righteousness.’ There truth and 
righteousness, consisting respectively of the scriptures 
and approved conduct, have been spoken of as one. 
Here, however, in spite of their identity they are 
mentioned as separate, because they produce their 
effects in two distinct forms—visible and invisible. 
Righteousness that is invisible, called Apürva,! pro- 
duces its effects invisibly in a general and a particular 
form. In its general form it directs the elements such 
as earth, and in its particular form it directs the 
aggregate of body and organs, in matters relating to 
the body. Of these, the shining being who is in this 
righteousness that directs the elements such as earth, 
and, in the body, (the being identified with nghteous- 
ness) that fashions the aggregate of body and organs 
(are also like honey to all beings and vice versa). 


ef wed ait gatat mener ere: ltr 

 wgrfa mu, axrmernemeded ANANSI: quw, 

PUA MARNAS: quu, TART | 
AISAATCAT ; AJAN, Ed Tal, TF HÄR N Aa N 


1 Lit. new. According to the Mimarmsakas every action, 
after it is over, remains in a subtle form, which has the 
peculiar, indestructible power of materialising at a subsequent 
period as the tangible result of that action. 
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12. This truth is like honey to all beings, 
and all beings are like honey to this truth. (The 
same with) the shining, immortal being who is 
in this truth, and the shining, immortal being 
identified with truth in the body. (These four) 
are but this Self. This (Self-knowledge) is (the 
means of) immortality; this (underlying unity) is 
Brahman; this (knowledge of Brahman) is (the 
means of becoming) all. 


Likewise that righteousness, in its visible form as 
good conduct that is practised, comes to be known as 
truth. It also is twofold—general and particular. The 
general form is inherent in the elements, and the 
particular form in the body and organs. Of these, 
(the being who is) in this truth that is inherent in the 
elements and consists of present action, and, in the 
body, (the being identified with the truth) that is 
inherent in the body and organs (are like honey to all 
beings and vice versa). ‘The wind blows through 
truth,’ says another Sruti (Mn. XXII. 1). 


Kd mgt gaat gatat mug, ser ngae Zur 
wera ag; unm neu ANASINA: quw, 
ANARA HIQSEESHHISHOHO: quu: TAT UI 
ASAATCA ; KXHUIEUT, d TA, X TAA it 23 di 


I3. This human' species is like honey to all 
beings, and all beings are like honey to this 
human species. (The same with) the shining, 


1 This includes the other species. 
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immortal being who is in this human species, 
and the shining, immortal being identified with 
the human species in the body. (These four) are 
but this Self. (This Selt-knowledge) is (the 
means of) immortality; this (underlying unity) is 
Brahman; this (knowledge of Brahman) is (the 
means of becoming) all. 


This particular aggregate of body and organs is 
directed by righteousness and truth. The hwman and 
other species are the particular types to which it 
belongs. We observe in life that all beings are helpful 
to one another only by belonging to the human or 
other species. Therefore these species, human and 
the rest, are like honey to all beings. These too may 
be indicated in two ways—externally as well as intern- 


ally.! 


aaa CX gaat wa, aeann: Pr 
qur wa; waraferaeafa asiaasaana: 
qu*:, WEIRIHTCHT astaaissdaa: qus, waa d 
SARTEN ; LAT, TE AA, CF TTL RS N 


14. This (cosmic) body is like honey to all 
beings, and all beings are like honey to this 
(cosmic) body. (The same with) the shining, 
immortal being who is in this (cosmic) body, and 
the shining, immortal being who is this (indivi- 
dual) self. (These four) are but this Self. This 


1From the standpoint of the person describing them. 
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(Self-knowledge) is (the means of) immortality; 
this (underlying unity) is Brahman; this (knowl- 
edge of Brahman) is (the means of becoming) 
all. 


The aggregate of bodies and organs which is 
connected with the human and other species, desig- 
nated here as this body (i.e. the cosmic body), is like 
honey to all beings. 


Objection: Has this not been indicated by the 
term ‘corporeal being’ in the passage dealing with, 
earth (II. v. 1)? 


Reply : No, for there only a part, viz. that which 
is a modification of earth, was meant. But here the 
cosmic body, the aggregate of bodies and organs 
devoid of all distinctions such as those pertaining to 
^ the body and the elements, and consisting of all 
elements and gods, is meant by the expression 'this 
body.’ The shining, immortal being who is in this 
(cosmic) body refers to the cosmic mind which is the 
essence of the subtle (II. iii. 3). Only a part of it 
was mentioned as being associated with earth etc. But 
no manifestation with reference to the body is men- 
tioned here, because the cosmic mind has no such 
limitation. The term thís self refers to the only 
remaining entity, the individual self, whose purpose 
this aggregate of gross and subtle bodies subserves. 


aa amm dut yaaa, dut 
erat Us; eurer taanit a carat arr aa 
anfa, uHerfrerenia aià qari, at 
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Sqr, ud SiC, uad SUD, AT ca Area: 
gafat: ai 


I5. This Self, already mentioned, is the 
ruler of all beings, and the king of all beings. 
Just as all the spokes are fixed in the nave and 
the felloe of à chariot-wheel, so are all beings, 
all gods, all worlds, all organs and all these (indi- 
vidual) selves fixed in this Self. 


This Self, already mentioned, refers to the Self! 
in which the remaining individual self of the last 
paragraph was stated to be merged (II. iv. 12). When 
the latter, which is possessed of the limiting adjunct 
of the body and organs created by ignorance, has 
been merged through the knowledge of Brahman in 
the jrue Self (or Brahman), it—such a self—becomes 
devoid of interior or exterior, entire, Pure Intelligence, 
the Self of all beings, and an object of universal homage 
—the absolute ruler of all beings, not like a prince or 
a minister, but the king of all beings. The expression 
‘ruler of all’ qualifies the idea of kingship. One may 
be a king by just living like a king, but he may not 
be the ruler of all. Hence the text adds the qualifying 
epithet ‘ruler of all.’ Thus, the sage, the knower of 
Brahman, who is the Self of all beings, becomes free. 
The question, ‘Men think, ‘‘Through the knowledge of 
Brahman we shall become all.’’ Well, what did that 
Brahman know by which It became all?’ (I. iv. 9)— 
is thus answefed. That is, by hearing of one’s own 


1 That is, the individual self as merged in the Supreme 
Self. 
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self as the Self of all from the teacher and the Srutis, by 
reflecting on It through reasoning, and by realising 
It at first hand, as explained in this and the previous 
section (one becomes all) Even before realisation one 
has always been Brahman, but through ignorance one 
considered oneself different from It; one has always 
been all, but through ignorance one considered oneself 
otherwise. Therefore, banishing this ignorance through 
the knowledge of Brahman, the knower of Brahman, 
having all the while been Brahman, became Brahman, 
and having throughout been all, became all. 


The import of the scripture that was briefly indi- 
cated' has been completely dealt with. Now illustra- 
tions are being given to show that in this knower of 
Brahman who is the self of all and has realised himself 
as such, the whole universe is fixed: Just as all the 
spokes are fixed in the nave and the felloe of a chariot- 
wheel, so are all beings from Hiranyagarbha down to 
a clump of grass, all gods such as Fire, all worlds such 
as this earth, all organs such as that of speech, and all 
these selves, which penetrate every body like a reflec- 
tion of the moon in water and are conjured up by 
ignorance—in short, the whole universe, fixed in this 
Self, i.e. in the knower of Brahman who has realised 
his identity with the Supreme Self. It has been stated 
(I. iv. ro) that Vàmadeva, who was a knower of 
Brahman, realised that he had been Manu and the 
sun ; this identification with all is thus explained: 
This man of realisation, this knower of Brahman, 
identifies himself with all as his limiting adjunct, is 


1 In I. iv. ro and II. i. z 
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the self of all, and becomes all. Again he is without 
any limiting adjuncts, without name, devoid of interior 
or exterior, entire, Pure Intelligence, birthless, un- 
decaying, immortal, fearless, immovable, to be describ- 
ed as 'Not this, not this,' neither gross nor subtle, 
and so on. 

The logicians and certain self-styled scholars versed 
in the Srutis (Mimamsakas), not knowing this import 
of them, think that they are contradictory, and fall into 
an abyss of confusion by attempting fanciful interpre- 
tations. This import of which we speak is borne out 
by the following Mantras of the scriptures: ‘One and 
unmoved, but swifter than the mind’ (I$. 4), and ‘It 
moves, and does not move’ (I$. 5). Similarly in the 
Taittiriya Aranyaka, ‘Than which there is nothing 
higher or lower’ (Sv. III. 9 ; Mn. X. 4) and ‘He goes 
on singing this hymn: I am the food, I am the food, 
I am the food,’ etc. (Tai. III. x. 5). So in the 
Chandogya Upanisad, ‘Laughing (or eating), playing 
and enjoying’ (VIII. xii. 3), ‘If he desires to attain 
the world of the Manes, (by his mere wish they 
appear)’ (Ch. VIII. ii. 1), ‘Possessed of all odours and 
all tastes’ (Ch. III. xiv. 2), and so on. In the Mun- 
daka Upanisad too, (That which) knows things in a 
general and particular way’ (I. i. 9 and II. ii. 7), and 
‘It is farther than the farthest, and again It is here, 
right near’ (Mu. III. i. 7). In the Katha Upanisad too, 
'Minuter than an atom and bigger than the biggest’ 
(II. 20), and 'Who (but me can know) that Deity who 
has both joy and the absence of it?' (Ka. II. 2r). 
Also 'Staying, It surpasses those that run' (I$. 4). 
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Similarly in the Gita: ‘I am the Vedic sacrifice and 
that enjoined in the Smrtis’ (IX. 16), ‘I am the father 
of this universe’ (IX. 17), ‘(The self) does not take on 
anybody’s demerits’ (V. 15), ‘(Living) the same in all 
beings’ (XIII. 27), ‘Undivided among divided 
(things)’ (XVIII. 20), and ‘The devourer as well as 
producer’ (XIII. 16). Considering these and similar 
scriptural texts as apparently contradictory in their 
import, they, with a view to arriving at their true 
meaning on the strength of their own intellect, put 
forward fanciful interpretations, as for instance, that 
the self exists or does not exist, that it is or is not the 
agent, is free or bound, momentary, mere conscious- 
ness, or nothing—and never go beyond the domain of 
ignorance, because everywhere they see only contra- 
dictions. Therefore those alone who tread the path 
shown by the Srutis and spiritual teachers, transcend 
ignorance. They alone will succeed in crossing this 
unfathomable ocean of delusion, and not those others 
who follow the lead of their own clever intellect. 


The knowledge of Brahman leading to immortality 
has been completely dealt with. It was this that 
Maitreyi asked of her husband in the words, 'Tell me, 
sir, only of that which you know to be leading to 
immortality’ (II. iv. 3 ; IV. v. 4). In order to extol 
this knowledge of Brahman the following story is 
introduced. The two Mantras are meant to give the 
purport of the story in brief. Since both Mantra and 
Brahmana extol it, the capacity of the knowledge of 
Brahman to confer immortality and the attainment of 
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identity with all becomes obvious as if it were set up 
on the highway. As the rising sun dispels the gloom 
of night, so (does the knowledge of Brahman remove 
ignorance) The knowledge of Brahman is also eulo- 
gised in this way, that being in the custody of King 
Indra it is difficult of attainment even by the gods, 
since this knowledge carefully preserved by Indra was 
attained after great pains even by the A$vins, who are 
doctors to the gods. They had to behead the instruct- 
ing Brahmana and fix a horse's head on him. When 
this was severed by Indra, they restored the Brah- 
mana's head to its place, and heard the entire 
knowledge of Brahman from his own lips. Therefore 
there neither has been nor will be—and of course there 
is not—any better means of realising our life's ends 
than this. So this is the highest tribute that can be 
paid to it. 


The knowledge of Brahman is further extolled 
thus: It is well known in the world that rites are the 
means to attain all our life's ends ; and their perform- 
ance depends on wealth, which cannot possibly confer 
immortality. This can be attained only through Self- 
knowledge independently of rites. Although it could 
easily be treated of in the ritualistic portion, under the 
Pravargya rites, yet, because of its contradiction to 
rites, this Self-knowledge. coupled only with renuncia- 
tion of the world, is discussed as the means of immort- 
ality, after that portion is passed. This shows that 
there is no better means of attaining our life's ends 
than this. In another way also is the knowledge of 
Brahman eulogised. Everybody delights in company. 
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The Sruti says, ‘He (Viraj) was not happy (alone). 
Therefore people (to this day) do not like to be alone’ 
(I. iv. 3). Yàjfiavalkya, though just like any other 
man, gave up through his Self-knowledge his attach- 
ment to worldly objects such as wife, children and 
wealth, became satisfied with knowledge, and took 
delight only in the Self. The knowledge of Brahman 
is further eulogised thus: Since Yajfavalkya, on the 
eve of his departure from the worldly life, instructed 
his beloved wife about it just to please her. We infer 
this from the following, ‘You say what is after my 
heart. Come, take your seat,’ etc. (II. iv. 4). 


vi d aang qassis haangai ata- 
afe: qerratad_ | 
dat aq grt Faq sA- 
nei aagi JER | 
QAF g amaA? AT- 
mas sfint s agara n fà n gE n 


16. This is that meditation on things 
mutually helpful which Dadhyac, versed in the 
Atharva-Veda, taught the Aśvins. Perceiving 
this the Rsi (Mantra) said, “O Aśvins in human 
form, that terrible deed called Damsa which you 
did out of greed, I will disclose as a cloud does 
rain—(how you learnt) the meditation on things 
mutually helpful which Dadhyac, versed in the 
ae He taught you through a horse’s 

ead.’ 
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We have said that the story given here is for the 
sake of eulogy. What is that story? It is as follows: 
This refers to what has just been dealt with, for it is 
present to the mind. The particle ‘vai’ is a reminder. 
It reminds us of the story narrated elsewhere (S. XIV. 
I. l, iv.) in a different context, which is suggested by 
the word that. That meditation on things mutually help- 
ful which was only hinted at, but not clearly expressed, 
in the section dealing with the rite called Pravargya, 
is described in this section in the words, ‘This earth,’ 
etc. (II. v. ri) How was it hinted at there?— 
‘Dadhyac, versed in the Atharva-Veda, taught these 
Aévins the section dealing with the meditation on 
things mutually helpful ; it was a favourite subject 
with them ; therefore he came to them (wishing to 
teach them) thus’ ($. XIV. xr. iv. 13): ‘He said, 
"Indra has told me that he will behead me the 
moment I teach it to anybody ; therefore I am afraid 
of him. If he does not behead me, then I will accept 
you as my disciples." They said, '"We will protect 
you from him." “How will you protect me?” 
“When you will accept us as*your disciples, we shall 
cut off your head, remove it elsewhere and preserve 
it. Then bringing a horse's head we shall fix it on 
you ; you will teach us through that. As you do so, 
Indra will cut off that head of yours , then we shall 
bring your own head and replace it on you."  ''All 
right," said the Brahmana, and accepted the Agvins 
as his disciples. When he did so, they cut off his head 
and kept it by elsewhere ; then bringing a horse's head 
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they fixed it on him ; through that he taught them. 
As he was teaching them, Indra cut off that head. 
Then the Asvins brought his own head and replaced 
it on him’ ($. XIV. r. i. 22-24). On that occasion, 
however, only that portion of the meditation on things 
mutually helpful was taught which forms part of the 
rite called Pravargya, but not the secret portion known 
as Self-knowledge. The story that was recited there is 
here mentioned for the sake of eulogy. This is that 
meditation on things mutually helpful' which Dadhyac, 
versed in the Atharva-Veda, taught the A$vins through 
this device. 


Perceiving this deed the Rsi or Mantra said: 
O Asvins in human form, that ternibié deed, etc. 
‘That’ qualifies the remote Damsa, which is the name 
of the deed. What kind of deed was it? ‘Terrible.’ 
Why was it done? Out of greed. People do terrible 
deeds in the world tempted by greed ; these A$vins too 
appear to have done exactly like that. What you have 
done in secret, I will disclose. Like what? As a cloud 
does vain. In the Vedas the particle ‘na’ used after a 
word denotes comparison, not negation, as in the ex- 
pression, 'A$vam na,’ (fike a horse). ‘I will disclose 
your terrible deed as a cloud indicates rain through 
rumbling noise etc.'——this is the construction. 


Objection: How can these two Mantras be in 
praise of the Agvins? They rather condemn them. 


Reply : There is nothing wrong in it ; these are 
eulogistic, not* condemnatory. Because in spite of 
doing such a despicable deed they passed off absolutely 
scatheless ; nor did they suffer anything in the unseen 
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realm. Therefore these two Mantras are eulogistic. 
People sometimes rightly construe blame as praise, and 
likewise it is common knowledge that praise may be 
blame in disguise. 


The secret meditation on things mutually helpful, 
known as Self-knowledge, which Dadhyac, versed in 
the Atharva-Veda, taught you through a horse’s head. 
‘Ha’ and ‘im’ are expletives. 


g lamg qeresrrdensüvrmpura aza- 
efe: qaa NA | 
aragna aar gA- 
Sgad (rc NATAAN | 
a aqi ag aaraa 
cares aaaf aed ary àN $5 


I7. This is that meditation on things 
mutually helpful which Dadhyac, versed in the 
Atharva-Veda, taught the ASvins. Perceiving 
this the Rsi said, ‘ʻO ASvins, you set a. horse's 
head on (the shoulders of) Dadhyac, versed in 
the Atharva-Veda. O terrible ones, to keep his 
word he taught you the (ritualistic) meditation 
on things mutually helpful connected with the 
sun, as also the secret (spiritual) meditation on 
them,’ 

This is that meditation, etc., is to be explained 
as in the preceding paragraph ; it refers to the other 
Mantra that relates the same story. Dadhyac, versed 
in the Atharva-Veda, etc. There may be others versed 
in the Atharva-Veda ; so the term is qualified by 
mention of the name, Dadhyac. ‘O Aévins, etc.— 
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this is spoken by the Rsi! who visualised the Mantra. 
‘When the Brahmana’s head was severed, you cut off 
a horse’s head—O the cruelty of it!—and set it on the 
Brahmana’s shoulders. And he taught you the medi- 
tation on things mutually helpful that he had promised 
to teach you.’ Why did he run the risk of his life to 
do this? To keep his word—desiring to fulfil his pro- 
mise. This is a hint that keeping one's solemn pro- 
mise is more important than even life. What was the 
meditation on things mutually helpful that he taught? 
That which was connected with ihe sun: The head 
of Yajfia,? being severed, became the sun. To restore 
the head the rite called Pravargya was started. The 
meditation concerning the severing of the head of 
Yajiia, its restoration, and so on, which forms a part 
of the rite, is the meditation on things mutually helpful 
connected with the sun. Terrible ones—who destroy 
their rival forces, or kill their enemies. 'He taught 
you not only the ritualistic meditation on things 
mutually helpful connected with the sun, but also the 
secret meditation on them relating to the Supreme 


1 Here Sankara explains the word in its literal and more 
plausible meaning. In paragraph 16 it was explained as the 
Mantra itself. The name of the sage is Kaksivat. For the 
verses given in paragraphs 16, 17 and 19 see R.—I. cxvi. 
12, I. cxvii. 22 and VI. xlvii. 18 respectively. 

2 Lit. sacrifice. Here it means Visnu, who is identified 
with it, For the story how Visnu, proud of his well-earned 
excellence over the other gods, stood resting his chin on the 
extremity of a bow, and how the others out of jealousy got 
some white-ants to gnaw off the bow-string, which resulted 
in the severing of Visnu’s head, see $. XIV. 1. i. 6-1o. 
Compare also Tai. A. V. i. 3-6. 
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Self’ which is dealt with in the present section, in fact, 
throughout this and the preceding chapter. The verb 
'taught' is to be repeated here from above. 
vj d dem qermeradunsBavangpame aa- 
afe: qrara | 
quon faa, quu sque: | 
qc oup quf year qu gay rA qo Ef d 
a q ai ga: cuiu qw quse; aaa feu. 
STATT , aaa fpei d Le N 

I8. This is that meditation on things 
mutually helpful which Dadhyac, versed in the 
Atharva-Veda, taught the Aévins. Perceiving 
this the Rsi said, ‘ He made bodies with two feet 
and bodies with four feet. That Supreme Being © 
first entered the bodies as a bird (the subtle 
body).' He on account of his dwelling in all 
bodies is called the Purusa. There is nothing 
that is not covered by him, nothing that is not 
pervaded by Him. 

This is that meditation, etc., is to be explained as 
before. The two foregoing Mantras sum up the story 
which is connected with the rite called Pravargya. 
They express in thé form of a story the purport of the 
two chapters that have a bearing on that rite. Now 
the text proceeds to describe through the two following 
Mantras the purport of the two chapters that deal with 
the meditation on Brahman. It has been said that the 
Brahmana versed in the Atharva-Veda also taught the 


Aévins a secret meditation on things mutually helpful. 
* 26 
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What that meditation was is now being explained. He 
made bodies, etc.—the Supreme Lord who made this 
universe come out of the unmanifested state, in the 
course of His manifesting the undifferentiated name and 
form, after first projecting the worlds such as this earth, 
made bodies with two feet, viz. human and bird bodies, 
and bodies with four feet, viz. animal bodies. That 
Supreme Being, the Lord, first entered the bodies as a 
bird, i.e. as the subtle body. The text itself explains 
it: He on account of His dwelling in all bodies ts 
called the Purusa. There is nothing that is not covered 
by Him ; likewise there is nothing that is not pervaded 
by Him. That is, everything is enveloped by Him as 
its inside and outside. Thus it is He who as name and 
form—as the body and organs—is inside and outside 
everything. In other words, the Mantra, ‘He made 
bodies,’ etc. briefly enunciates the unity of the Self. 


vid den: qurewrqdensBavmuera | aga 
gia: qeraarad | 
ad ad feud e, 
AZET wq MARANTA | 
wal nar JEN faa, | 
YR AST SLA Tat T d LA | 
ata rc, aaa a enrorrfor, aght aree 
WD, Ate MEITAATITAATTTATENL , AAN A 


AUP, AGMA qe p Ca epu MEANA d 
19. This is that meditation on things 
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mutually helpful which Dadhyac, versed in the 
Atharva-Veda, taught the A$vins. ^ Perceiving 
this the Rsi said, '(He) transformed Himself in 
accordance with each form; that form of His was 
for the sake of making Him known. The Lord 
on account of Maya (notions superimposed by 
ignorance) is perceived as manifold, for to Him 
are yoked ten organs, nay hundreds of them. 
He is the organs; He is ten, and thousands— 
many, and infinte. That Brahman is without 
prior or posterior, without interior or exterior. 
This self, the perceiver of everything, is Brah- 
man. This is the teaching. 


This is that meditation, etc., is to be explained as 
before. (He) transformed Himself in accordance with 
each form, or (to put it differently) assumed the like- 
ness of each form. A son has the same form as, or 
resembles, his parents. A quadruped is not born of 
bipeds, nor vice versa. The same Lord, in the process 
of manifesting name and form, 'transformed Himself 
in accordance with each form.’ Why did He come in 
so many forms? That form of His was for the sake of 
making Him known. Were name and form not mani- 
fested, the transcendent nature of this Self as Pure 
Intelligence would not be known. When, however. 
name and form are'manifested as the body and organs, 
it is possible to know Its nature. The Lord on account 
of Maya or diverse knowledge, or (to give an alter- 
native meaning) the false identifications created by 
name, form and the elements, not in truth—is perceived 
as manifold, because of these notions superimposed by 
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ignorance, although He is ever the same Pure Intelli- 
gence. Why? For to Him are yoked, like horses to 
a chariot, ten organs—called ‘Hari’ because they draw 
—nay hundreds of them, for the purpose of revealing 
their objects ; ‘hundreds.’ because there are a great 
many beings. Since there are a large number of sense- 
objects (the Supreme Self appears as manifold). It is 
to reveal them, and not the Self, that the organs are 
yoked. As the Katha Upanisad says, ‘The self-born 
Lord injured the organs by making them outgoing in 
their tendencies’ (IV. 1). Therefore the Self is known 
not in Its true nature as homogeneous Pure Intelligence. 
but merely as the sense-objects. 


Question : Then this Lord is one entity, and the 
organs another? 

Reply: No; He is the organs ; he ts ten, and 
thousands—many, and infinite—because there are an 
infinite number of beings. In short. that Brahman 
which is the self 1s without prior, i.e. cause, or posterior, 
i.e. effect, without interior or exterior, i.e. it has no 
other species within It or without It. What is this 
homogeneous Brahman? This self. What is it? The 
inner self that sees, hears, thinks, understands, knows ; 
the perceiver of everything, because as the self of all it 
perceives everything. This is the teaching of all 
Vedanta texts—the gist of them. It leads to immorta- 
lity and fearlessness. The import of the scriptures has 
been fully dealt with. 


SBCTION VI 


er ag: | afaaren spere, ated: Afà- 
arena, daara waar, ward: em, 
ator: asana, ater: masaa, wosa: 


Aana Mama, sitam: N? A 
I. Now the line of teachers: Pautimasya 
(received it) from Gaupavana. Gaupavana from 
another Pautimasya. This Pautimasya from 
another Gaupavana. This Gaupavana from 
Kausika. Kausika from Kaundinya. Kaundinya 
from Sandilya. Sandilya from Kausika and 
Gautama. Gautama— 
ahaaa, suf oftecaarakrarars, 
aanse aafararad, SUSAHTRSTRI mara- 
ad, waka Maa, waa: eese 
WANA, gaara NA aata, Waa ATT- 
ama, ma mama Taare, iat 


VITA, AAA: waa, MEUA ANTA- 
ma, fama: entrer, ARTA: N R 


2. From  Āgniveśya.  Agniveśya from 
Sandilya and Anabhimlata. Anabhimlata from 
another of that name. He from a third Ana- 
bhimlata. This Anabhimlata from Gautama. 
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Gautama from Saitava and Pracinayogya. They 
from Parasarya. Parasarya from Bharadvaja. 
He from Bhàradvaja and Gautama. Gautama 
from another Bharadvaja. He from another 
Parasarya. Parasarya from Baijavapayana. He 
from Kausikayani. Kausikayani— 


geaticnnta , genii s: areata, I- 
qaan: areata, weal aama, MARIÀ 
AGUIE MEE, sacar, Sard- 
ma, aag, agaaa, ATES 

SAAT, emt nro, aiana , et ia- 
aa, Waa aeea, mea: masaa , mea: 
Setratepreana , Seta: wea: panera , MT- 
eifsdt mead, aia Aaina, fa- 
AREAN aadA SAAT, AANA: Te: 
Aaa, war: MASERA, ANEA 
areca ampie, mga frasar- 
gm. Rrsreqecargts spa , visit gda ama- 
TONAL, quresmrdoitsudeit q TAAL, SIA TAT sert: 
MÄRTA, Bey: MARA: waa, sedent umi: 
qwfafasfere:, famfefeedu:, safe: ewm, were: 
VATA, AAA: TATA, GAT: qeAfsa:, quint 
BT: ; ST AAI, SA AM: a d fef Ts TOT N 


3. From Ghrtakausika. Ghrtakaugika from 
Parasaryayana. He from Parasarya. Para- 
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arya from  Jatükarnya. Jatikarnya from 
Asurayana and Yaska. Asurayana from Trai- 
vani. Traivani from. Aupajandhani. He from 
Asuri. Asuri from Bharadvaja. Bharadvaja 
from Atreya. Atreya from Manti. Manti from 
Gautama. Gautama from another Gautama. 
He from Vatsya. Vatsya from Sandilya. San- 
dilya from Kaisorya Kapya. He from Kumara- 
harita. Kumaraharita from Galava.- Galava 
from Vidarbhikaundinya. He from Vatsanapat 
Babhrava. He from Pathin Saubhara. He from 
Ayasya Angirasa. He from Abhüti Tvastra. He 
from Viávarüpa Tvastra. He from the Aśvins. 
They from: Dadhyac Atharvana. ^ He from 
Atharvan Daiva. He from Mrtyu Pràdhvam- 
sana. He from Pradhvamsana. Pradhvam- 
sana from Ekarsi.  Ekarsi from  Viprachitti. 
Viprachitti from Vyasti. Vyasti from Sanaru. 
Sanaru from Sanatana. Sanatana from Sanaga. 
Sanaga from Paramesthin (Viraj). He from 
Brahman (Hiranyagarbha). Brahman is self- 
born. Salutation to Brahman. 


Now the line of teachers for the first two chapters. 
called Madhukànda, which aim at expounding the 
knowledge of Brahman, is being given as a eulogy on 
the latter. This is also a Mantra to be expounded and 
regularly repeated. The word ‘Vamsa’ (line of 
teachers) is so called because of its resemblance to 
a bamboo. Just as a bamboo is divided into sections, 
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so is this line of teachers divided into sections beginning 
from the top down to the root. The order of succes- 
sion of teachers of the first four chapters (of the last 
book! of the Satapatha Brahmana) is here spoken of 
as ‘Varhéa.’ In this list the names in the nominative 
case stand for the disciples, and those in the ablative 
case stand for the teachers. Paramesthin is Vira]. 
From Brahman or Hiranyagarbha?; beyond him the 
line of teachers does not extend. As for Brahman, 
It is selfborn, eternal. Salutation to that eternal 
Brahman. 


1 Of which the opening chapter of this work forms the 
third chapter (Kànva recension). 

?In whose mind the Vedas were revealed through the 
grace of the Lord, the 'Brahman' next mentioned. 

3 The Supreme Brahman, of which the Vedas are but 
another form; hence there can be no question of their 
originating from some other source. 


CHAPTER III 
SECTION I 


With ‘Janaka, Emperor of Videha,’ etc., the 
portion relating to Yajfiavalkya begins. Though it 
treats of the same subject as the preceding one, viz. 
the Madhukanda, yet it is not a mere repetition, being 
mainly argumentative, whereas the preceding portion 
was mainly of the nature of scriptural evidence. When 
both scriptural evidence and argument start to demon- 
strate the unity of the Self, they can show it as clearly 
as a bael fruit on the palm of one’s hand, for it has 
been said, ‘(The Self) should be heard of, reflected on,’ f 
etc. (II. iv. 5; IV. v. 6). Therefore it is to test the 
meaning of the Srutis in the light of arguments that 
this portion relating to Yājñavalkya, which is mainly 
argumentative, is commenced. 


The story may be taken either as a eulogy on 
knowledge or as prescribing the way to acquire it ; for 
it is a well-known fact, which scholars also notice in 
the scriptures, that the making of presents is one such 
way. Through presents people are won over ; and 
here we see that plenty of gold and a thousand cows 
are presented. Therefore, though this section has 
another main purpose, the story is introduced to show 
that the making of presents is a way to the acquisition 
of knowledge. Another customary way of acquiring it, 
as observed in the system of logic, is the association 
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with adepts in that line, and discussion with them ; 
that too is amply shown in this chapter. And it is a 
common experience that association with scholars adds 
to our knowledge. Therefore we must- conclude that 
the story is meant to point out the way to acquire 
knowledge. 


S| aan g AN «guid Hd; AT E 
PSIG TANT AAR SIS: ; AST E NARE 
Sue ARa nya, x: fazer STHTUITSTHSTHTSIREH 
af ; @ & Tat Ran; BT BT Gat WHET: 


TENTIT WTF: dH | 

I. Om. Janaka, Emperor of Videha, per 
formed a sacrifice in which gifts were freely dis- 
‘tributed. Vedic scholars from Kuru and Paficala 
were assembled there. Emperor, Janaka of 
Videha had a desire to know, ' Which is the most 
erudite of^ these Vedic scholars?’ He had a 
thousand cows confined in a pen, and on the 
horns of each cow were fixed ten Padas' (of 
gold). 

There was a ruler of Videha named Janaka, who 
was'an Emperor. He performed a sacrifice in which 
gifts were freely distributed. Or the sacrifice itself may 
have had that name, referred to elsewhere in the Vedas. 
Or the horse sacrifice may here be so called because of, 
the abundance of gifts in it. Vedic scholars from Kuru 
and Paficála—which are famous for their large number 


1A Pada is about one-third of an ounce. 
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of scholars—were assembled in that sacrifice, either om 
invitation or as spectators. Seeing that large assembly 
of scholars, Emperor Janaka of Videha, the sacrificer, 
had a desire to know which was the greatest Vedic 
scholar among them. He thought like this: ‘Which 
1s the most erudite of these Vedic scholars? They are 
all versed in the Vedas, but which is the greatest 
of them?’ Being desirous of knowing this, he, as a 
means to finding it out, had a thousand young cows 
confined in a pen. The cows are being described. On 
the horns of each cow were fixed ten Padas—a Pada 
being a quarter of a Pala—of gold, five on each horn. 


aeaa, STAT spere, Bt at GIN: ep ue 
m sastenfafe | A E seo ar qug oer e meets: 
wate Rea, Wer: AAT a Efe; 
qr RTH; Te ANART, eei at sim 
adfiafa ; enr E tamer Teer ERU! Va ; a 
ta ores, cd qp ung A aaea sits ef ; 
a Qaa, aay aa siaa pub, aaa UH qd €H 
cla, d g aa wae aT gras d R N 


2. He said to them, ‘ Revered Brahmanas, 
let him who is the best Vedic scholar among you 
drive these cows (home).’ None of the Brah- 
manas dared. Then Yajnavalkya said to a 
pupil of his, ' Dear Samaéravas, please drive 
these cows (home).’ He drove them. The 
Brahmanas were enraged. ' How does he dare 
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to call himself the best Vedic scholar among us? ' 
There was a Hotr! of Emperor Janaka of Videha 
named Aégvala. He now asked Yajnavalkya, 
‘ Yajfiavalkya, are you indeed the best Vedic 
scholar among us?’ Yajfiawalkya replied, ‘I 
bow to the best Vedic scholar, I just want the 
cows.’ Thereupon the Hotr A$vala determined 
to interrogate him. 


Having the cows thus confined, he said addressing 
those Brahmanas, ‘Revered Brahmanas, you are all 
Vedic scholars ; let him who is specially so among you 
drive these cows home.’ None of the Brahmanas thus 
addressed dared to announce his surpassing Vedic 
scholarship. When they were thus silenced Yajna- 
valkya said to a pupil of his, “Dear Sàma$ravas, please 
drive these cows home.’ ‘Samasravas’ means one 
who learns how to chant the Saman. Hence by impli- 
. cation Yajnavalkya is made out to be versed in all the 
four Vedas. He drove the cows towards his teacher's 
home. Yajüavalyka, by accepting the prize meant for 
the best Vedic scholar. indirectly declared himself as 
such ; so the Brahmanas were enraged. The reason for 
their anger is being stated: How does he dare to call 


1 A priest who has the duty of invoking the gods in a 
sacrifice, reciting from the Rg-Veda. 


2 He is principally a teacher of the Yajur-Veda ; the 
pupil in question learns from him how to chant the Saman, 
which is the Rc set to music; so he must also know these 
two Vedas ; and the Atharva-Veda is subsidiary to the other 
three. 
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himself the best Vedic scholar among us who are each 
a great scholar? Among the Brahmanas thus enraged, 
there was a Hotr of Janaka, the sacrificer, named 
A$vala. He prided himself upon being the greatest 
Vedic scholar, and was insolent owing to royal patron- 
age. So he challenged Yajnavalkva as follows: 
'Yajüavalkya, are you indeed the-best Vedic scholar 
among us ?' The prolonged accent signifies censure. 
Yajnavalkya replied : ‘I bow to the best Vedic scholar, 
now I just want the cows.’ Thereupon, i.e. when he 
accepted the prize meant for the best Vedic scholar 
and thereby declared himself to be one, the Hoty 
Asvala determined to interrogate him. 


amm uf dara, ufi a AYA, Ta 
KINAA, aa aaa aaa Agaa git ; 
Erfedsmírer rer, and ager gta, dd De 
«sau, a Qar, a afe:, eem: t3 N 


3. ' Yajfavalkya,' said he, ‘since all this 
is overtaken by death, and swayed by it, by 
what means does the sacrificer go beyond the 
clutches of death?’ ‘Through the organ of 
speech—through fire, which is the (real) priest 
called Hotr. The sacrificer’s organ of speech is 
the Hotr. This organ of speech is fire; this fire 
is the Hotr; this (fire) is liberation; this (libera- 
tion) is emancipation. ' 

‘Yajnavalkya,’ said he. In the section on the 
Udgitha (I. iii.) comprised in the Madhukanda it has 
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been briefly explained how a sacrificer can escape death 
thrbugh the rite with five factors coupled with the 
meditation about it. The present section being an 
examination of that, a rather detailed treatment 1s 
being given here in order to introduce some particulars 
about that meditation. ‘Since all this, the accessories 
of this rite such as the priests and the fire, ts overtaken 
by death, i.e. by ritualistic work attended with our 
natural attachment— not only overtaken, but also 
swayed by death, by what means, or meditation, does 
the sacrificer go beyond the clutches of death, become 
independent of it?’ 


Objection: Has it not already been said in the 
section on the Udgitha that he transcends death by 
identifying himself with the vital force in the mouth? 


Reply : Yes, but the particulars that have been 
omitted there will be given here. So there is nothing 
wrong in it. 


Yajnavalkya said, ‘Through the organ of speech 
—through fire, which is the (real priest called Hotr.' 
The explanation follows. Who is that Hotr through 
whom the sacrificer transcends death? ‘The sacrificer's 
organ of speech is the Hotr.’ ‘Sacrifice’ here means 
the sacrificer. Witness the Sruti, ‘The sacrifice is the 
sacrificer' (S. XIV. ri. ii. 24). The sacrificer's organ 
of speech is the Hotr with reference to sacrifices. How? 
This organ of speech of the sacrificer is the well-known 
fire, with reference to the gods. This has already been 
explained under the topic of the three kinds of food 
(I. v. 3, 11). And that five is the Hotr, for the Sruti 
says, ‘Fire is the, Hotr' (S. VI. tv. ii. 6). These two 
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auxiliaries of a sacrifice, viz. the priest called Hotr with 
reference to sacrifices, and the organ of speech with 
reference to the body, bejng limited, are ‘overtaken. 
by death,’ i.e. are continually changed by ritualistic 
work directed by our natural attachment due to ignor- 
ance, and are therefore ‘swayed by death.’ If the 
sacrificer looks upon them as fire, their divine form, 
it conduces to his! liberation from death. So the text 
says: This is liberation, i.e. the Hotr who is fire 1s 
liberation. In other words, looking upon the Hotr as 
fire is that. As soon as the sacrificer looks upon the two 
auxiliaries as fire, he is freed from death consisting in 
his limited natural attachment relating to the body and 
the elements. Therefore that Hotr, when looked upon 
as fire, is ‘liberation,’ i.e. the means of liberation, for 
the sacrificer. This is emancipation: That which is 
liberation is emancipation, i.e. a means to it. To look 
upon those two limited auxiliaries as fire, which is their 
unlimited divine form, is liberation. This liberation 
which consists in looking upon (the Hotr and the organ 
of speech) in their divine aspect is also spoken of as 
the resulting emancipation—becoming one with fire, 
their divine form— which takes one beyond the death 
that consists in attachment to limitations relating to the 
body and the elements. It is called emancipation, 
because that liberation itself is a means to it. It has 
already been explained in the section on the Udgitha 
that the identification of the organ of speech etc. with 
fire and so on is itself the emancipation of the sacrificer. 


lAs also the Hotr's. 
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There it has been said in a general way that identity 
with the vital force in the mouth is the means of libera- 
tion, but the particulars have not been given. Here 
some details, viz. the viewing of the organ of speech 
etc. as fire and so on, are given. The emancipation 
from death here dealt with is the same as that which 
has been described as a result in the section on the 
Udgitha in the words, ‘(That fire) having transcended 
death shines,’ etc. (I. iii. r2). 


mA gare uid SSHEMTSTOHUSH, 
eimEMTSDRTHÜTQSHO ep anA- 
agea efi adaa emergere nad 
meme aai wa: dsararfaen, sun, 
a gen, arfàgf: n e n 


4. 'Yàjüavalkya, ' said he, ‘since all this 
is overtaken by day and night, and swayed by 
them, by what means does the sacrificer go 
beyond the clutches of day and night?’ ‘ Through 
the eye—through the sun, which is the (real) 
priest called Adhvaryu.* The eye of the sacri- 
ficer is the Adhvaryu. This eye is the sun; this 
sun is the Adhvaryu; this (sun) is liberation; 
this (liberation) is emancipation. ’ 

'Yajüavalkya, said he. The emancipation from 
death,, which is another name for ritualistic work 


1 Whose duty it is to get ready the various accessories 
of a sacrifice and offer the oblations, reciting from the 
Yajur-Veda. 
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directed by our natural attachment due to ignorance, 
has been explained. Time is the cause of changes in 
the accessories of rites such as the new and full moon 
sacrifices, on which death, that is to say, ritualistic 
work with attachment, rests. This paragraph is intro- 
duced, as emancipation from that time should be 
separately indicated ; because even without the per- 
formance of rites, we notice before and after it the 
action of time as the cause of changes in the accessories 
of the rites. So the text goes on: Since all this is 
overtaken by day and night. That time has two 
forms: one consisting of day, night, etc., and the other 
consisting of lunar days etc. The emancipation from 
the former type of time is being first indicated, since 
everything is born, grows and dies because of the day 
and night ; so also with the means of a sacrifice. The 
eye of the sacrificer ts the Adhvaryu ; here too ‘sacrifice’ 
means the sacrificer. The rest of the paragraph is to 
be explained as before. When the two accessories 
viz. the sacrificer’s eye and the Adhvaryu, are stripped 
of their limitations relating to the body and the 
elements, and are looked upon in their divine aspect, 
this is liberation. In other words, the viewing of the 
Adhvaryu as the sun is liberation. This liberation fs 
emancipation, as in the preceding paragraph ; because 
there can be no day and night for one who has identi- 
fied himself with the sun. 


arate Eure, api ad giran- 
WAAL, Ba qei qure qeireara aay, Fat ARATA: 
gdcaracaaatafaattgeaa fe | egressa quia 
27 
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5. ‘ Yajfiavalkya,’ said he, ‘since all this 
is overtaken by the bright and dark fortnights, 
and swayed by them, by what means does the 
sacrificer go beyond the bright and dark fort- 
nights?’ ‘Through the vital force—through 
air, which is the (real) priest called Udgatr.' 
The vital force of the sacrificer is the Udgatr. 
This vital force is air, and it is the Udgatr; this 
(air) is liberation; this (liberation) is emancipa- 
tion. ' 

Now the emancipation from time represented by 
lunar days etc. is being indicated: Since all thts, etc. 
The sun is the cause of the days and nights, which are 
alike, but not of the lunar days from the first to the 
fifteenth ; these are subject to increase and decrease, 
and are caused by the moon. Therefore through 
identification with the moon one goes beyond the bright 
and dark fortnights, just as through identification with 
the sun one goes beyond day and night. Now the 
vital force of the sacrificer ts air. It again ts the 
Udgatr, as we know from the section on the Udgitha, 
where it has been settled: ‘Indeed he chanted 
through speech and the vital force’ (I. iii. 24). Also, 
‘Water is the body of this vital force, and that moon 
is its luminous organ’ (I. v. 13). Since the vital 
force, air and moon are one, the Sruti considers that 
there is no difference between summing up with the 


1 Who chants hymns from the Sàma-Veda. 
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moon’ and summing up with air, and mentions air as 
the divine form. Moreover, the changes of the moon 
are due to air. Therefore air is the cause even of that 
(moon) which makes the division of time into lunar 
days etc. Hence it all the more stands to reason that 
one who has identified oneself with air goes beyond time 
as divided into lunar days etc. For this reason another 
$ruti (the Madhyandina recension) states that the view- 
ing (of the accessories of a sacrifice) as the moon is 
liberation and emancipation; while here, in the Kanva 
recension, the viewing of the two accessories as their 
cause, viz. air, is called liberation and emancipation. 
So there is no contradiction between the two Srutis. 


urea Hara, daraanan, 
SHAT AMAA: Sat Stet X ; suguríedsm 
WAG HFN, AN A yen sum aa aa: 
Gisat we, awe, a nk, arleeyn:—seafa- 


MA: ; BT AAT: N É N 

6. ‘ Yajnavalkya,’ said he, ‘since the sky 
is, as It were, without a support, through what 
support does the sacrificer go to heaven?’ 
‘Through the mind—through the moon, which 
is the (real) priest called Brahman.’ The mind 
of the.sacrificer is the Brahman. This mind is 
the moon; the moon is the Brahman; this 


1 As the Madhyandina recension does. 

2 Really, cosmic force (Sütratman), of which air is the 
conventional symbol. 

8 Who supervises the functions. In this sense the word 
is masculine. 
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(moon) is liberation; this (liberation) is emanci- 
pation.' So far about the ways of emancipa- 
tion; now about the meditation based on 
resemblance. 


The way the sacrificer transcends the form of 
death known as time has been explained. Now what 
is that support by means of which he attains a result 
transcending death, which is a limitation—in othér 
words, is emancipated? This paragraph answers the 
point: Since ihe sky, so familiar to us, is, as tt were, 
without a support, etc. The words ‘as it were’ indicate 
that there is a support to it, but it is not known. An 
inquiry is being made about this unknown support by 
the use of the pronominal adjective ‘Kena’ (through 
what) ; otherwise the attainment of result would be 
impossible. What is that support by means of which 
the sacrificer attains the result of his rites and is 
released?—is the question. Through what support 
does the sacrificer go to heaven as the result (of his 
rites)—in other words, is released? Through the mind 
—through the moon, which ts the (real) priest called 
rahman ; this is to be explained as before. Now 
what is familiar to us as the mind of the sacrificer with 
reference to the body, ts the moon with reference to the 
gods ; for it is a well-known fact that the mind in the 
body is the same as the moon among the gods. The 
moon again is the priest called Brahman. Hence the 
sacrificer beholds the limited form of the Brahman 
among the elements, and that of his own mind in the 
body, as the unlimited moon. That is to say, through 
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the support of the mind viewed as the moon he attains 
heaven as the result of his rites—in other words, is 
released. The word 'iti' indicates the conclusion of the 
topic ; that is, such are the various ways of emancipa- 
tion from death. The topic is concluded, because all 
kinds of meditation regarding the accessories of a 
sacrifice have been dealt with in this connection. So 
far about the ways of emancipation, i.e. such are the 
various ways of emancipation. 


Now the meditation based on resemblance is being 
spoken of. By this is meant a meditation, by virtue 
of some point of resemblance, on rites with inferior 
results like the Agnihotra, as rites with superior results, 
in order to obtain these results ; or it is a meditation 
on some part of the lesser rite as those very results. 
Even when people try with all their ardour to under- 
take measures to bring about certain ends, they may 
fail of their object through some defect. So a man 
who regularly tends the sacrificial fire takes up any rite 
such as the Agnihotra that suits him, and if he happens 
to know the results of particular rites, meditates that 
the rite before him will produce the results he seeks. 
Otherwise it would be impossible for people of even the 
upper three castes, who are qualified for them, to 
perform the Ràjasüya,! Asvamedha, Naramedha and 
Sarvamedha sacrifices. And even the reciting of scrip- 
tures relating to them would merely be devotional 


1A sacrifice usually performed by emperors. The other 
three are sacrifices in which a horse, some substitute for 
a man, and animals in general are respectively sacrificed. 
All the four are elaborate and expensive undertakings beyond 
the means of most people. 


422 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [3.1.6 


study, unless there be some means of attaining the 
results of those rites. Those people can attain these 
results only by means of the meditation based on 
resemblance ; hence such meditation is fruitful, and is 
therefore being described. 


maa gaa, sfatraratdetarteras 
efe, RaRa, sanea fa; 
gàgan a ann a meta ada; f fà- 
stata; asad sonra nen —C|C 


. ' Yajfiavalkya,' said he, ' with how many 
kinds of Rc will the Hotr do his part in this 
sacrifice to-day?’ ' With three kinds.’ ' Which 
are those three?’ ‘The preliminary, the sacri- 
ficial, and the eulogistic hymns as the third. ’ 
“What does he win through them?’ ‘All this 
that is living." 

‘Yajnavalkya,’ said he, to draw his attention, 
"With how many kinds of Rc will the Hotr do his part 
—recite hymns—in this sacrifice to-day?’ The other 
said, ‘With three kinds of Rc.’ When he said this, 
A$vala asked him again, ‘Which are those three?’ 
The first question was about the number, the second 
about the Rces themselves. The preliminary, that class 
of hymns which are used before a sacrifice ; the sacri- 
ficial, those hymns that are used for the purpose of the 
sacrifice ; and the eulogistic hymns, that class of hymns 
which are used in praise. Every kind of Rc, whether 


1 That is, the three worlds. 
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used in praise or otherwise, is included in these three 
classes. ‘What does he win through them?’ ‘All this 
that is living.’ On account of this parity of number he 
wins whatever is living (in the three worlds). On 
account of the similarity in number etc. he obtains all 
this result through meditation. 


aera gaa, waaraan 
argdtetseadifa ; fae xfa ; aenean eft 
"ur gar ssaafa, a gar aAA, UT gat 
fRA ; fa arraia ; at gat saqatea 
deem erste, terr ca fe Suet, at 
gat sema Aaaama anfastafa, adie fü 
Rasm: ; ar ger ahaa agana arfistafa, 
aa ra fü ATARAR: I < N 


8. ' Yajnavalkya,’ said he, ‘how many 
kinds of oblations will the Adhvaryu offer in. 
this sacrifice to-day?’ ‘Three.’ ‘ Which are 
those three?’ ‘Those that blaze up on being 
offered, those that make a great noise, and those 
that sink.’ * What does he win through them? ' 
‘Through those that blaze up on being offered 
he wins the world of the gods, for this world 
shines, as it were. Through those that make a 
great noise he wins the world of the Manes, for 
this world is full of uproar. And through those 
that sink he wins the human world, for this 


world is lower.’ 


424 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD (3.1.8 


‘Yajnavalkya,’ said he, etc. This has already 
been explained. ‘How many kinds of oblations will 
the Adhvaryu offer in this sacrifice to-day?’ ‘Three.’ 
‘Which ave those three?’ etc.—already explained. 
Yajüavalkya replied: Those that blaze up on being 
offered, such as oblations of wood and clarified butter. 
Those that make a great noise, such as flesh. And 
those that sink in, penetrate the earth, e.g. milk and 
Soma juice. ‘What does he win through them,’ 
through the oblations thus offered? Through those 
that blaze up on being offered, etc.—The offerings made 
are bright, and the result, the world of the gods, is 
also bright. On account of this similarity he meditates 
that the bright offerings he is making are the very form 
of the result he seeks through his rites. viz. the world 
of the gods—that he is achieving that very result, the 
world of the gods. Through those oblations that make 
@ great noise he wins the world of the Manes, because 
of the similarity in producing horrible noises. For, 
attached to the world of the Manes is the city of Yama, 
where people subjected to tortures by him cry, 'Alas, 
we are undone, release us, oh, release us!’ So also do 
the offerings of meat etc. make a noise. On account of 
this similarity with the world of the Manes he meditates 
that he is actually attaining that world. Through those 
offerings that sink he wins the human world, because 
both are equally related to the surface of the earth. 
For this world is lower than the higher worlds, which 
are to be attained ; or ‘lower’ because of the similarity 
in going down.! Therefore, while offering oblations of 


! Too often men having evil tendencies degrade. 
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milk or Soma, he meditates that he is actually attaining 
the human world. 


mmama Aaa, naana suo uu 
qhara gaari; cata ; saat aA; 
ma cal, aad d ome, eere AA Ear, aaraa 
a aa AR Ra N eN 


9. ‘ Yajnavalkya,’ said he, ‘ through how 
many gods does this Brahman from the right 
protect the sacrifice to-day?’ ‘Through one.’ 
‘Which is that one?’ ‘The mind. The mind 
is indeed infinite, and infinite are the Vi$vadevas. 
Through this meditation the aspirant wins an 
infinite world.’ 

'Yaj&üavalkya,' said he, etc., is to be explained as 
before. Through how many gods does this priest called 
Brahman from the right, sitting in his particular seat, 
protect the sacrifice? The plural number in ‘gods’ is 
merely for the sake of conformity. To explain: The 
priest protects the, sacrifice through one god only ; so 
one who knows this should not put a question using 
the plural. But because the plural number was used 
in the questions and answers in the two preceding 
paragraphs—‘Through how many?’ ‘Through three.’ 
‘How many?’ ‘Three’—here too the plural is used im 
the question ; or the plural form is used in order to 
puzzle the opponent. ‘Through one,’ replied Yajiia- 
valkya ; the god through whom the Brahman protects 
the sacrifice from his seat on the right is one. ‘Which 
is that one?’ The mind is that god ; it is through the 


426 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [3.1.9 


mind, through meditation, that the Brahman does his 
function. ‘The mind and speech are the two ways of 
a sacrifice ; the Brahman rectifies one of them (speech) 
through the mind (or silence), so says another Sruti 
(Ch. IV. xvi. 1-2). Therefore the mind is that god, 
and through it the Brahman protects the sacrifice. And 
that mind is indeed infinite, because of its modifica- 
tions. The word ‘indeed’ signifies that it is a well- 
known fact. Everybody knows that the mind is 
infinite. The gods identify themselves with its infinity: 
And infinite are the Visvadevas ; for another Sruti says, 
“In which (mind) all the gods become one,’ etc. 
Through this meditation the aspirant wins an infinite 
world, because of the similarity as regards infinitude. 


ree Qaa, FANEAR 
ARa: etreadtfa ; fer fet ; ramara gta ; 
gàg a aman a qaa sata; Fane 
a avearentate ; stor usq JJF, AUN ATAT, 
sma: wea; fe maiaa; gerdteraa 
gàgan stat, sates aa, gee 
TEA ; Aa Hid sacra ron mf os 
. BTETUH N 


IO. ' Yajnavalkya,’ said he, ‘how many 
classes of hymns will the Udgatr chant in this 
sacrifice to-day ?' ' Three classes.' ' Which are 
those three?’ ‘The preliminary, the sacrificial, 
and the eulogistic hymns as the third.’ ‘ Which 
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are those that have reference to the body?’ ‘ The 
Prana is the preliminary hymn, the Apana is the 
sacrificial hymn, and the Vyana is the eulogistic 
hymn.’ ‘What does he win through them?’ 
‘Through the preliminary hymns he wins the 
earth, through the sacrificial hymns he wins the 
sky, and through the eulogistic hymns he wins 
heaven.’ Thereupon the Hotr Asvala kept silent. 


‘Yajnavalkya,’ said he, etc., is to be explained as 
before. ‘How many classes of hymns will the Udgatr 
chant?’ By the word ‘hymns’ is meant a collection of 
Rces that can be chanted. All Rces whatsoever, 
whether capable of being chanted or not, are comprised 
in just three classes, says Yajnavalkya ; and they are 
explained as the preliminary, the sacrificial and the 
eulogistic hymns as the third. It has already been 
said that the aspirant wins ‘All this that is living.’ 
One may ask, ‘Through what similarity?’ The answer 
is being given: ‘Which are those three Rces that 
have reference to the body?’ ‘The Prana is the 
preliminary hymn,’ because both begin with the letter 
p. ‘The Apàna is the sacrificial hymn,’ because it 
comes next in order. Also, the gods eat the oblations 
offered through the Apana', and a sacrifice is also 
an offering. ‘The Vyana is the eulogistic hymn,’ tor 
another Sruti says, ‘He utters the Rc without the help 
of the Prana or the Apana" (Ch. I. iii. 4). “What 


1 Which has its seat between the» heart and the navel 
(p. 216), and carries things down. 
2 That is, through the Vyàna. 
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does he win through them?’—already explained. The 
similarity with regard to particular relations that was 
not mentioned before is being given here ; the rest has 
already been explained. Because of the similarity’ of 
relation to a particular world (viz. the earth), through 
the preliminary hymns he wins the earth ; through the 
sacrificial hymns he wins the sky, because both occupy 
an intermediate position ; through the eulogistic hymns 
he wins heaven, because both occupy the highest 
position. Thereupon, i.e. when his questions were 
answered, the Hoty A$ívala kept silent, realising that 
his opponent was too deep for him. 


4 Both come in first. 


SECTION II 


The relation of the story to the subject has already 
been dealt with. The emancipation from death in the 
form of time as well as rites has been explained. Now 
what is this death, the emancipation from which has 
been explained? It consists of the Grahas (organs) and 
Atigrahas (objects), which are centred in the attach- 
ment due to our natural ignorance, and are limited by 
the objects relating to the body and the elements. The 
forms such as fire and the sun of one who has been 
freed from that death consisting in limitation have been 
explained in the sectión on the Udgitha, and some 
details about them have been set forth in reply to 
ASvala’s questions ; all that is the result of rites coupled 
with meditation. Liberation from this relative existence 
consisting of ends and means has to be effected ; hence 
the nature of death is being described, for it is the man 
in bondage who has to be liberated. It is true that the 
nature of an emancipated man has also been described, 
but such a man is not yet free from death in the form 
of the organs and objects. So it has been said with 
reference to the being who is in the sun, 'For hunger 
is death' (I. ii. x) and 'This indeed is death' (S. X. 
v. ii. 2) ; also, ‘Death, though one, has many forms’ 
(S. X. v. ii. 16). In other words, he alone who has 
attained identity with the sun is spoken of as escaping 
from the clutches of death ; and the organs and objects, 
which are but forms of death, are not absent in the 
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sun. It has already been said, ‘Heaven is the body 
of this mind, and that sun is its luminous organ' 
(I. v. r2), and it will be said further on, 'The mind is 
also the Graha (organ) ; it is controlled by the Atigraha 
(object), desire’ (III. ii. 7), ‘The Prana (nose) is the 
Graha ; it is controlled by the Atigraha, the Apana 
(odour)' (III. ii. 2), and 'The organ of speech indeed 
is the Graha ; it is controlled by the Atigraha, name’ 
(III. ii. 3). We have thus explained it in the passage 
bearing on the three kinds of food ; and we have fully 
argued the point that what causes the starting of 
bondage cannot lead to its cessation. 


Some, however, consider every rite to be leading 
to the cessation of bondage. Therefore, they say, he 
who resorts to the succeeding forms of death (bodies) 
is freed from the preceding forms of it: he resorts to 
the former not to cling to them, but to turn away from 
them ; so everything is a form of death until duality is 
at an end, and when this takes place, he really tran- 
scends death. Hence, they say, the intermediate 
liberation is but a relative and secondary one, 

Al this, we say, is unwarranted by the Brha- 
daranyaka Upanisad. 

Objection : Does not liberation consist in identity 
with all, as. is borne out by the Sruti text, ‘Therefore 
It. became all’ (I. iv. xo)? 

Reply : Yes, it does, but such Sruti texts as, “One 
who desires villages must sacrifice' (Ta. XVII. x. 4), 
and ‘One who desires animals must sacrifice’ (Tā. 
XVI. xii. 8), do not convey liberation. If they did, 
they would not signify villages, cattle, heaven, etc., 
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and hence the latter would not be understood as such. 
But they are considered to be the varied results of our 
past actions. Moreover, if the Vedic rites conveyed 
liberation, there would be no relative existence! at all. 


Objection : We maintain that although identity is 
the purport of those passages, yet relative existence is 
the very nature of rites, which follow automatically 
(from a knowledge of the Vedic injunctions), as when 
a lamp is lighted to show a particular form, everything 
in that place is brought to light. 


Reply: Not so, for it is unwarranted by any 
means of knowledge. In other words, if the Vedic rites 
together with meditation convey only identity, there is 
nothing to prove that bondage follows automatically 
(from a knowledge of the Vedic injunctions). There is 
neither perception, nor for that very reason inference", 
nor scriptural evidence. 


Objection : But both identity and relative exist- 
ence may be conveyed by the same sentence, as light 
or the digging of a canal, for instance, serves multiple 
purposes. 


Reply : It cannot be, for it would be against the 
laws of sentences. Nor can you say that the import 
of a sentence (here, rites) serves both to initiate 
bondage and to stop it. The examples of light, the 


1 This is the result of one's merit and demerit, which 
again depend on the observance or non-observance of 
scriptural injunctions. Now, if these convey liberation, 
relative existence, having no cause, is nullified. 


2 Because inference is based on perception. 
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digging of a canal, and so forth are in order, because 
their uses are matters of perception.! 

You may say that there are Mantras? in support of 
your view ; but it is just this view of yours that is 
untenable. We have to find out whether these Mantras 
mean this or something else. Therefore we conclude 
that death in the form of the organs and objects is 
bondage, and this section is introduced to show a way 
out of that bondage. We do not know the trick of 
taking up an intermediate position,’ as between waking 
and sleeping states ; it would be as absurd as the same 
woman being one-half old and one-half young. The 
reason why after the words ‘go beyond death’ (III. i. 3, 
adapted), the organs and objects are mentioned, is that 
these latter also really mean death. In other words, 
the whole range of ends and means constitutes bond- 
age, because it is not free from the organs and objects. 
Only when the fetters are known, can the fettered man 
try to get rid of them. Hence the present section is 
introduced to describe the nature of bondage. 


ep Pat ANITA TANT: Tes ; WDR 
Qaa, mf ser, nalaz efi aN ART, 
aertianer wf, à Bel aar, awaka, waa 
axa tu 

I. Then Artabhaga, of the line of Jarat- 


1 Which do not admit of any discussion. 

2 For example: ‘He who knows meditation and rites 
together transcends death’ (Té. ro). 

* That the ritualistic portion of the Vedas leads neither 
to bondage nor directly to liberation. 
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kāru asked him. ‘ Yajiiavalkya,’ said he, ' how 
many are the Grahas,! and how many are the 
Atigrahas??’ ‘ There are eight Grahas and eight 
Atigrahas.' ‘ Which are those eight Grahas and 
eight Atigrahas ?' | 


Then, i.e. when A$vala stopped, Artabhaga, the 
son of.Rtabhaga, of the lime of Jaratkáru. asked 
Yajfiavalkya, already introduced. — ' Yajnavalkya,’ 
said he—this is to draw his attention. The particle 
‘ha’ suggests the narration of a past incident. As 
before, comes the question, ‘ How many are the Grahas, 
and how many are the Attgrahas?’ The particle ‘iti’ 
marks the close of the speech. 


Objection: The subject-matter of the question, 
viz. the Grahas and Atigrahas, may be either known 
or not known. If they are known, then their number, 
which is an attribute, is also known. In that case, the 
question regarding it, ‘How many are the Grahas, and 
how many are the Atigrahas?’ is out of place. If, on 
the other hand, the Grahas and Atigrahas are not 
known, then the question should be regarding their 
naturg: ‘What are the Grahas, and what are the 
Atigráhas?' and not, 'How many are the Grahas, and 
how many are the Atigrahas?' Again, questions may 
be asked regarding the particulars of things about 
which we have a general knowledge, as for instance: 


! One of the root-meanings of the word ‘Graha’ is: that 
which perceives ; hence an organ. 

2 Atigraha—lit. that which is greater than a Graha ; here 
it means a sense-object, which determines the nature of the 
perception. l 

28 
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‘Which of these belong to the Katha recension and 
which to the Kalapa?' But no such things as Grahas 
and Atigrahas are known in life. It they. were, the 
question might be regarding the particulars about them. 


Reply : It has been asked (III. i. 3) how the 
sacrificer 'goes beyond' death. It is only one who is 
controlled by a Graha (that which seizes) that can be 
liberated. It has been mentioned twice—‘This is 
liberation ; this is emancipation’ (Ibid.). Therefore 
the Grahas and Atigrahas are known things. 


Objection : Even in that case four Grahas and 
Atigrahas have been mentioned, viz. the vocal organ, 
eye, vital force and mind. So the question 'how 
many' is not to the point, for the number is already 
known. 


Reply : Not so, because there the number was 
indefinite. The passage in question did not seek to fix 
it at four. Here, however, in the meditation on the 
Grahas and Atigrahas, the attribute of number is 
sought to be fixed at eight ; so the question is quite 
in order. Therefore liberation and emancipation have 
been mentioned twice in the passage. ‘This is libera- 
tion ; this is emancipation.’ The Grahas and Atigrahas 
too are settled facts. Hence Artabhaga asked, ‘How 
many are the Grahas, and how many are the Ati- 
grahas?' Yājñavalkya replied, ‘There are eight 
Grahas and eight Atigrahas.’ ‘Which, in particular, 
are those eight Grahas and eight Aligrahas that you 
have spoken of?’ 
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roit d m, Anm ager, erar fit 
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2. The Prāņa (nose) indeed is the Graha; it 
is controlled by the Atigraha, the Apāna, 
(odour), for one smells odours through the 
Apāna (the air breathed in). 


Yajfiavalkya replied: The Prana indeed is the 
Graha. ‘Prana’ here means the nose, from the con- 
text. Jt, the nose, is connected with air. ‘Apana’ 
here means odour ; it is so called because it always 
accompanies odour, for everybody smells with the nose 
odours presented by the air that is breathed in (Apana). 
This is expressed by the sentence: For one smells 
odours through the Apana. , 


qr ae, €a mamn ga, «rer f& 
eamireafzraie tt 3 N 


3. The organ of speech indeed is the Graha; 
it is controlled by the Atigraha, name, for one 
utters names through the organ of speech. 

The organ of speech indeed is the Graha. The | 
organ of speech, as confined to one particular body, 
deals with things to which people are attached, and 
makes utterances which are untrue, pernicious, rude, 
offensive, and so on. It thus controls or captures 
people ; hence it is a Graha. Jt, this Graha called the 
organ of speech, is controlled by the Aügraha, name, 
that is, by whatever is uttered.—The long vowel in 
‘Atigraha’ is a Vedic licence.—For the organ of speech 
is meant to express things ; it is used by them for just 
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that purpose ; hence it is controlled by them, and there 
is no deliverance for it until it has done this function. 
Therefore the organ of speech is said to be controlled 
by the Atigraha, name, for it is a fact that people, 
impeled by their attachment to things capable of 
expression, get into all sorts of troubles. 


fer dose, a canara gite, fier fü 
catfeantarta tl 2 tt. 


4. The tongue indeed is the Graha; it is 
controlled by the Atigraha, taste, for one knows 
tastes through the tongue. 


aya m, a stonfanan ges, engur fü 
sarftr qsrfet y «s 


The eye indeed is the Graha; it is con- 
trolled by the Atigraha, colour, for one sees 
colours through the eye. 


si d ome, a mlam quen, sire fü 
AIST Wt N 


6. The ear indeed is the Graha; it is con- 
trolled by the Atigraha, sound, for one hears 
sounds through the ear. 


aa d sup, a amaze gérer, Aaa f 
RAHA tl 9 N 


7. The mind indeed is the Graha; it is con- 
trolled by the Atigraha, desire, for one wishes 
desires through the mind. 
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8. The hands indeed are the Graha; they 
are controlled by the Atigraha, work, for one 
does work through the hands. 


Cy me, A earn quete, carat f 
equicdaaa— gcaaset nar, sreretfetra: tt E N 


9. The skin indeed is the Graha; it is con- 
trolled bv the Atigraha, touch, for one feels 
touch through the skin. These are the eight 
Grahas and eight Atigrahas. . 


The rest is to be explained as before. These, the 
organs up to the skin, are the eight Grahas and the 
objects up to touch are the eight Atigrahas. 


urere grea, aft at Neg, RT 
fear Euer aen aya; aftaa up. 
MSR, Aq qure sala N Le N 
IO. ‘ Yajnavalkya,’ said he, ‘ since all this 
is the food of death, who is that god whose food 
is death?’ ‘Fire is death; it is the food of 


water. (One who knows thus) conquers further 
death.’ 


When the topic of the Grahas and Atigrahas 
(organs and objects) was concluded, Artabhāga spoke 
again. 'Yaj&avalkya, said he, ‘since all this mani- 
fested universe is the food of death—everything is born 
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and imperilled, being swallowed by death in the form 
of the Grahas and Atigrahas—who ts that god whose 
food is death even?’—for another Sruti says, “Whose 
sauce is death’ (Ka. II. 25). The intention of the 
questioner is this: If Yajfiavalkya mentions the death 
of death, it will lead to a regressus in infinitum. If, 
on the other hand, he does not mention it, liberation 
from this death in the form of the Grahas and Ati- 
grahas will be impossible. For liberation can take 
place only when this form of death is destroyed, and 
this last would be possible if there be the death of 
death even. Hence, considering the question un- 
answerable, he asks, ‘Who is that god?’ 


(Yajfiavalkya said): There is the death of death. 


Objection: This wil lead to a regressus in 
infinitum, since that death too may have its death. 
Reply : No, because you cannot conceive another 
destroyer for that which is the death of all. 
. Objection : How do you know that there is the 
death of death? ` | 


Reply. We see it. Fire, for instance, is the 
death of all, being a destroyer. But it is swallowed 
by water ; hence it is the food of water. So believe 
that there is the death of death, and it swallows all 
the Grahas and Atigrahas. When these fetters are 
destroyed—swallowed by that death liberation from 
relative existence becomes possible, for it has already 
been said that the Grahas and Atigrahas are the fetters. 
So it is clear that we can get rid of these ; hence our 
efforts to get rid of bondage are fruitful. Therefore 
(one who knows thus) conquers further death. 
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II. ‘ Yajiavalkya,’ said he, ' when this 
(liberated). man dies, do his organs go up from 
him, or do they not?’ ‘No,’ replied Yajna- 
valkya, '(they) merge in him only. The body 
swells, is inflated, and in that state lies dead.’ 


‘When, after death’ has been swallowed by another 
death, viz. the realisation of the Supreme Self, this 
liberated man of realisation dies, do his organs such as 
those of speech, called the Grahas, and the Atigrahas 
such as name, which in the form of impressions are in 
him and impel him to action, go up from him, the 
dying knower of Brahman, or do they not?’ ‘No,’ 
replied Yajnavalkya, ‘they do not. The organs and 
objects, becoming one with the Supreme Self, attain 
identity with, or merge in him only, their cause, the 
man of realisation who is the Reality of the Supreme 
Brahman—like waves in the ocean.’ The following 
passage from another Sruti shows the dissolution of the 
organs, designated by the word ‘digit,’ in the Supreme 
Self, ‘So do these sixteen digits of the seer, which have 
the Self as their merging place, dissolve on reaching 


1 That is, the organs and objects. 
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It (Pr. VI. 5). Here their identification with the 
Supreme Self is shown. Does not the man die then? 
‘No, it is the body that dies, for it swells, is inflated 
by the external air like a pair of bellows, and in that 
state lies dead, motionless.’ The gist of the passage is 
that the liberated man, after his bondage has been 
destroyed, does not go anywhere. 


area Aara, ward gent (ead fart a 
safe ; wale, aad d ara, saver AA a: ; 
eredi a de StH vale n $3 N 


12. ' Yajnavalkya,’ said he, ' when this man 
dies, what is it that does not leave him?’ ‘Name. 
The name indeed is infinite, and infinite are the 
Visvadevas. He (who knows thus) wins thereby 
veny an infinite world.’ 


Is it only the organs of a liberated man that are 
merged, or is it also all! that moves them to action? 
If it is only the former, but not the latter, then with 
the presence of these stimulating causes the organs 
would again be likely to function. If, on the other 
hand, everything such as desire and action is merged, 
then only liberation is possible. It is to bring this out 
that the next question is put: ‘Ydjiavalkya,’ said he, 
‘when this man dies, what is it that does not leave 
him?’ The other said: Name. That is, everything is 
merged ; only the name? is left because of its relation 


1That is, the objects. 
3 That he is a liberated man. This too as others see it. 
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to the type, for the name is eternal. The name indeed 
is infinite—the infinity of the name is its eternity —and 
infimie are the Vi$vadevas, because they possess the 
infinity of the name. He (who knows thus) wins 
thereby verily an infinite world. Having identified 
himself with the Visvadevas who possess the infinity 
of the name, he wins through this realisation only an 
infinite world. 


ama gaa, ware garea qae 
amafa, ard sim, aaqufeay, RANAR, 
fam: ste, gA ada, arararcar, ATR- 
zimia, qeeqetexmr:, ecg oifed a uas Frau, 
mi aar qust -— SEC AA TATA, 
amama aere, 4 waa em gf eit 
giana RITARIA ; at ag: aa ta agag, 
sur THAT: mate acumen: : quit à goa 
aam aà, am: qnis adt E WAT 
AAA SALT NLA glee fefe MANR N 
I3. 'Yajüavalkya, said he, “when the 
vocal organ! of a man who dies is merged in 
fire, the nose in air, the eye in the sun, the mind 
in the moon, the ear in the quarters, the body 
in the earth, the ether of the heart in the external 
ether, the hair on the body in the herbs, that on 
the head in the trees, and the blood and the seed 


are deposited in water, where is then the man ?' 
‘Give me your hand, dear Artabhaga, we will 


1 All these refer to (the limited manifestations of) their 
presiding deities. 
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decide this between ourselves, we cannot do it in 
a crowd.’ They went out and talked it over. 
What they mentioned there was only work, and 
what they praised there was also only work. 
(Therefore) one indeed becomes good through 
good work and evil through evil work. There- 
upon Artabhaga, of the line of Jaratkaru, kept 
silent. 


The death that consists in bondage in the form of 
the Grahas and Atigrahas (organs and objects) has 
been described, and because that death has its death, 
liberation is possible. This liberation is the dissolu- 
tion, here itself, of the Grahas and Atigrahas, like the 
extinction of a light. It is to ascertain the nature of 
the stimulating cause of that death which consists in 
the bondage called the Grahas and Atigrahas that this 
. paragraph is introduced. ‘Ydjiavalkya,’ said he. 


Here some! say:: Even though the Grahas and 
Atigrahas together with their stimulating cause are 
rooted out, a man is not liberated. Separated from 
the Supreme Self by ignorance, which springs from 
himself and is comparable to a desert (on earth), and. 
at the same time turning away from the world of 
enjoyment, he, with his name only left and his desires 
and past work rooted out, remains in an intermediate 
stage. His perception of duality should be removed 
by the realisation of the unity of the Supreme Self. 
So now meditation on the Supreme Self has to „be 
introduced. Thus this school conceives an inter- 


1 The reference is to Bhartrprapañca. 
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mediate stage called Apavarga or release, and estab- 
lishes a link with the next section. 


Now we ask these people how it is that the dis- 
embodied man, after his organs have been destroyed, 
attains the realisation of the Supreme Self through 
hearing, reflection and meditation. They themselves 
maintain that a man whose organs have been dissolved 
has only his name left ; the Sruti too says, ‘(The body) 
lies dead’ (III. ii. ir) So they cannot even in 
imagination establish their position. If, on the other 
hand, they think that a man, during his very lifetime, 
has only ignorance left in him and turns away from 
the world of enjoyment, they should explain what this 
is due to. If they would attribute it to his identifica- 
tion with the whole universe, individual and collective, 
it has already been refuted (e.g. on p. 235). (Only two 
courses are open:) Either the sage, endowed with 
meditation on his identity with the universe, individual 
and collective, combined with rites, may, after death, 
with his organs dissolved, attain identity with the 
universe or with Hiranyagarbha. Or in his very life- 
time he may, with „his organs intact, turn away— 
become averse—írom the world of enjoyment and be 
inclined towards the realisation of the Supreme Self. 
But both cannot be attained through means requiring 
one and the same effort: If the effort be the means of 
attaining the state of Hiranyagarbha, it cannot be the 
means of turning away from the world of enjoyment ; 
and if it be the means of turning away from the world 
of enjoyment, and inclination towards the Supreme , 
Self, it cannot be the means of attaining the state of 


444. BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [3.2.13 


t 

Hiranyagarbha, for what helps to cause motion cannot 
at the same time help to stop it. If, on the other 
hand, he after death attains the state of Hiranya- 
garbha, and then, with his organs dissolved and only 
the name left, is qualified (as Hiranyagarbha) for the 
knowledge of the Supreme Self, then instruction about 
the knowledge of the Supreme Self for us ordinary 
people would be, meaningless ; whereas such Sruti 
passages as, ‘Whoever among the gods knew It (also 
became That), etc. (I. iv. io), teach that the 
knowledge of Brahman is for bringing the highest 
end of life within the reach of all. Therefore the 
above conceit is very poor and altogether contrary to 
the teachings of the scriptures. Now let us return to 
our subject. 


In order to ascertain what starts the bondage 
known as the Grahas and Atigrahas (organs and 
objects) the text says: When the vocal organ of a 
man who dies without attaining the highest knowledge 
and possessed of the idea that lie has a head, hands, 
etc., #s merged in fire, the nose is merged in air, the 
eye in the sun—the verb ‘is merged’ is understood in 
each case—íhe mind in the mpon, the ear tn the 
quarters, the body in the earth. The word ‘Atman’ 
here means the ether of the heart, which is the seat of 
the self: it is merged in the external ether. The hair 
on the body is merged in the herbs, that on the head 
is merged in the trees, and the blood and the seed are 
deposited in water: The word ‘deposited’: indicates. 
that they are again withdrawn.' In every case the 


! When a new body is taken. 
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words 'vocal organ' etc. refer to their presiding deities ; 
the organs themselves do not depart before liberation. 
When the presiding deities cease to work, the organs 
become like tools, such as a bill-hook, laid down ; and 
the agent, man, being disembodied, is helpless. So 
the question is being asked regarding his support, 
‘Where is then the man?’—i.e. on what does he then 
‘rest? The question is: ‘What is that support resting 
on which he again takes the body and organs, and 
which starts the bondage known as the Grahas and 
Atigrahas ?' 


The answer is being given: ‘Exponents of 
different schools have put forward different things, 
viz. nature,’ chance, time, work, destiny, mere con- 
sciousness and void, as the support in question. 
Therefore, being open to various disputes, the truth 
cannot be ascertained by the usual method of defeat- 
ing the opponent. If you want to know the truth in 
this matter, give me your hand, dear Artabhaga, we 
will decide this question that you have asked between 
ourselves. Why? Because we cannot decide tt in a 
crowd, and we must retire to a solitary place to 
discuss it.’ They went out, etc., is the narration of 
the Sruti. What Yajfavalkya and Artabhaga did after 
retiring to the solitary place is being stated: They went 
out of the crowded place and talked it over. First 
they took up one after another the different conven- 
tional views on the subject a discussed them. Listen 


1 These are advocated respectively by the Mimarhsakas, 
materialists, astrologers, Vaidikas, believers in the gods, 
idealists and nihilists—the last two being Buddhist schools. 
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what they mentioned at the end of the discussion, after 
refuting all the tentative views. There they mentioned 
only work as the support which caused the repeated 
taking of the body and organs. Not only this ; having 
accepted time, work, destiny and God as causes, what 
they praised there was also only work. Since it is 
decided that the repeated taking of the body and 
organs, known also as the Grahas and Atigrahas, is 
due to work, therefore one indeed becomes good 
through good work enjoined by the scriptures, and 
becomes its opposite, evil, through the opposite or evil 
work. When Yajfüavalkya thus answered his ques- 
tions, Artabhaga, of the line of Jarutkaru, thereupon, 
finding it impossible to dislodge him, kept silent. 


SECTION III 


Bondage in the form of the Grahas and Atigrahas 
(orgaris and objects) has been described ; that which 
together with its cause binds a man so that he trans- 
migrates, and freed from which he is liberated, is 
death ; and liberation from this is possible, because 
there is the death of death. The liberated man does 
not go anywhere ; it has been decided that everything 
about him is gone, leaving only the name, as when a 
light goes out. Though the bodies and organs of those 
that transmigrate and those that are going to be 
liberated (at death) are equally connected with their 
causes, the bodies and organs of the liberated are for 
ever discarded, while those of the transmigrating are 
repeatedly taken up—owing, as has been decided after 
a discussion, to work ; and when that is exhausted, 
everything is destroyed save only the name, and this 
is liberation. That work is either good or evil, for it 
has been decided:  'One indeed becomes good through 
good work, and evil through evil work' (III. ii. 13). 
Relative existence is due to these. Of these, evil work 
subjects a man to sufferings through repeated births 
and deaths in moving and stationary bodies—naturally 
full of pain—including those of lower animals, spirits 
and the denizens of hell. All this is as well known to 
anybody as the royal road ; the Sruti here pays atten- 
tion only to good work, which is in harmony with the 
scriptures: ‘One indeed becomes good through good 
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work.’ And the Srutis and Smrtis are unanimous on 
the point that good work alone leads to all that man 
aspires after. Now liberation is a cherished object with 
man ; so one may think that it too is attainable through 
work.! Moreover, as the work is better and better, 
the result also is so ; hence one may presume that a 
high degree of excellence in the work may lead to 
liberation ; this idea has to be removed. The result of 
excellent work coupled with meditation is this much 
only, for work and its result are confined to the mani- 
fested universe of name and form. Work has no access 
to that (liberation) which is not an effect, is eternal, 
unmanifested, beyond name and form, and devoid of 
the characteristics of action with its factors and results. 
And where it has access, it is just the relative world. 
It is to bring out this idea that the present section is 
introduced. 

Some say: Disinterested work coupled with 
meditation may produce a different kind of effect, as 
poison or curd, for instance, may (with the help of 
charms or sugar, respectively). 


Reply : No, for liberation is not an effect—it is 
but the destruction of bondage, not a created thing. 
And we have already said that bondage is ignorance, 
which cannot be destroyed by work, for work can 
function only in the visible realm. Production, attain- 
ment, modification and purification are the functions of 
work. In other words, work can produce, or bring 
within reach, or modify, or purify something ; it has 


1 Scriptural or ritualistic work is meant; so throughout 
the following discussion. 
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no other function besides these, since nobody knows 
about it. And liberation is not one of these ; we have 
already said that it is simply hidden by ignorance. 
Objection: True. We admit that work alone is 
of such a nature ; but disinterested work coupled with 
meditation is of a different nature. It is common 
experience that things known to have a particular 
property, such as poison or curd, display, in combina- 
tion with special knowledge, charms or sugar, for 
instance, quite a different property. Why not admit 
the same about work? 
Reply : No, for there is no evidence in support. 
In other words, there is not one evidence— neither 
perception, nor inference, nor comparison, nor presump- 
tion, nor scriptural statement to prove that work has 
any other function but those enumerated above. 
Objection: Since there is no other result (but 
liberation), the injunctions (about rites) would other- 
wise be meaningless ; this, to be sure, is a proof. To 
be explicit: The regular rites must not be supposed to 
have heaven as the result, on the analogy of the 
Viévajit sacrifice.! Nor is any specific result mentioned 
in. the Srutis ; all the same they are enjoined. So on 
the principle of the residuum, liberation is understood 
to be their result, for otherwise people will not care to 
perform them. l 
Reply: Is it not the analogy of the Viśvajit 


l The scriptures enjoin the performance of the Viśvajit 
sacrifice, but do not mention any specific result of it. Yet 
there must be some result to induce people to perform it. 
In all such cases the practice is to consider heaven as that 
result. 


29 
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sacrifice over again, since liberation is supposed to be 
the result in question? Unless some result, be it 
liberation or anything else, is presumed, people would 
not care to perform them ; so liberation is presumed to 
be that result by presumption from scriptural state- 
ments,! as in the case of the Vi$vajit sacrifice. Such 
being the case, how do you say that the analogy of the 
Visvajit sacrifice will not apply here? You presume a 
result, and yet deny that it is on the analogy of the 
Viévajit sacrifice. This is self-contradiction. 

Objection : Suppose we say that liberation is not 
a result at all? 

Reply > You cannot, for then you will be giving 
up your proposition. You have stated that work, like 
poison, curd, etc., can produce a different result. Now, 
if liberation is not at all a result, the effect of work, it 
will go against your proposition ; and if it is the effect 
of work, you must show where it differs from other 
results of the kind such as heaven. If, on the other 
hand, it is not the effect of work, you must explain 
what you mean by saying that it is the result of the 
regular rites ; and you cannot maintain that there is a 
difference merely because of the use of two different 
words, ‘effect’ and ‘result.’ If you say that liberation 
is not a result and yet it is produced by the regular 
rites, or that it is the ‘result’ of the regular rites, but 
not their ‘effect,’ you will be contradicting yourself, as . 
if you said, ‘Fire is cold.’ 

Objection : Suppose we say that it is like knowl- 

1 To uphold the power of scriptural injunctions to induce 
people to perform the regular rites. 
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edge? Just as liberation, although not produced by 
knowledge, is yet said to be the effect of knowledge, so 
why not take it to be the effect of work in that sense? 


Reply : No, for knowledge dispels ignorance. 
Because knowledge removes the obstruction of igno- 
rance, liberation is metaphorically said to be the effect 
of knowledge ; but work cannot dispel ignorance. And 
we cannot imagine any other obstruction to liberation 
but ignorance that can be removed by work, for it is 
. eternal and identical with the self of the aspirant. 


Objection : Suppose we say work removes that 
ignorance? | 


Reply: No, for it is something quite different. 
Ignorance, which is non-manifestation, is the opposite 
of knowledge, which is manifestation ; but work is not 
the opposite of ignorance, and is therefore entirely 
different from knowledge. Ignorance, whether it means 
the want of knowledge, or doubt, or a false notion, is 
always removable by knowledge, but not by work in 
any of its forms, for there is no contradiction between ~ 
ignorance and work. 


Objection : Let us then presume that work has an 
unseen power of dispelling ignorance. 


Reply : No ; when it is clear that knowledge will 
dispel ignorance, it is unreasonable to presume such an 
unseen power in work. As when it is clear that thresh- 
ing will husk paddy, we do not presume that it will be 
done without our knowledge by the regular rites like 
the Agnihotra, similarly we do not attribute the cessa- 
tion of ignorance to the unseen power of the regular 
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rites ; and we have repeatedly said that knowledge and 
work are contradictory. That kind of knowledge which 
does hot clash with work has been mentioned as lead- 
ing to the world of the gods, as in the Sruti passage, 
"Through knowledge (meditation) the world of the 
gods (is attained)' (I. v. 16). Moreover, if some result 
must be presumed for the regular rites mentioned in 
the Srutis, should it be that which clashes with work, 
which cannot possibly be the effect of substance, attri- 
bute, or action, and over which work is never known 
to have any power, or should it rather be that result 
over which work is known to have power, and which 
harmonises with work? If those rites must be pre- 
sumed to have some result to induce people to perform 
them, then, since presumption from scriptural state- 
ments is fulfilled by the assumption of a result that 
harmonises with them, neither liberation, which is 
eternal, nor the cessation of the ignorance that obstructs 
it, can be supposed to be this result ; for the former 
kind of result would be in keeping with the nature of 
work, and would be a subject where it is known to 
function. 


Objection : We maintain that on the principle of 
the residuum liberation must be supposed to be this 
result, To explain: All rites produce those results 
(heaven, animals, children, etc.). Barring the other 
kind of result, however, we do not find anything else 
that can be supposed to be the result of the regular 
rites ; only liberation is left, and it is a result coveted 
by the knowers of the Vedas. Therefore that must be 
supposed to be the result in question. 
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Reply: No, for since the individual results of 
those rites may be infinite in number, you cannot 
apply the principle of the residuum. No one who is 
not omniscient can assert that the objects desired by 
men as the results of their work, or the means of attain- 
ing them, or the desires themselves are so many in 
number ; for they have no fixed place, time, or cause, 
and are regulated by the kind of result that men seek. 
Again, as each individual has various desires, the 
results, as also their means, are necessarily infinite ; 
and because they are infinite, it is impossible for any 
one to know exactly how many they are. So, when 
the exact number of the results and their means is un- 
known, how can liberation be proved to be the only 
remaining item? 

Objection: But it is the only remaining item out- 
side the results of work as a class. To be explicit: 
Although the objects desired and their means are 
infinite, they all alike fall within the category of results 
of work ; but liberation, not being the result of work, 
would be left out ; hence, being the only remaining 
item, it should be taken to be the result in question. 

Reply : No, for according to you it is the result 
of the regular rites, and therefore belongs to. the same 
category as the other results of work ; hence it cannot 
be counted as the residuum. Therefore we must con- 
clude that presumption from scriptural statements is 
fulfilled, since there is another way of solving the 
problem, viz. by supposing that any one of the func- 
tions of production, attainment, modification and 
purification is the result of the regular rites. 
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Objection : Suppose we say that liberation is one 
of the four? 

Reply : No, for being eternal, it cannot be 
produced, and cannot also be modified ; for the same 
reason, as also not being of the nature of a means, it 
cannot be purified either ; for only a thing that serves 
as a means can be purified, as the sacrificial vessel or 
clarifed butter by the sprinkling of water, and so on. 
Nor is liberation purified in the sense of being the effect 
of a process of improvement, as a sacrificial post etc. 
(carved out of a block of wood and the like). 


Objection : Then by the principle of the residuum 
it must be attainable. 


Reply: Not attainable either, because it is 
identical with the Self and one. 


Objection : Since the regular rites differ from 
other kinds of work, their results too ought to be 
different. 

Reply : No; since they are equally work, why 
should not their results be similar to those of other 
kinds of work? 

Objection : Suppose we say, because different 
causes operate in the two cases? 

Reply : No, for the case is analogous to that of 
the Ksamavati sacrifice etc. For instance, when the 
sacrificial fire burrls a house, this particular sacrifice is 
performed ; we have also the injunction, ‘When a 
vessel containing oblations is broken, or when the 
contents are spilt, an offering should be made in the 
fire’; and in these occasional rites liberation is not 
supposed to be the result. Similarly the regular rites, 
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not being different from them, on account of their 
dependence on certain circumstances—the Srutis, for 
instance, enjoin them for life—cannot have liberation 
as‘ their result. (To give a different illustration:) 
Light is an auxiliary to everyone's vision of colour ; 
but owls etc. cannot see in light their eyes differing 
in this respect from those of others. But because of 
this difference we do not suppose that their eyes can 
also perceive taste etc., for we have no knowledge of 
any such power on their part. Any peculiarity is 
admissible only in that respect about which— maybe 
after going far afield? in the search ——we have certain 
knowledge. 


You spoke of the regular rites producing a 
different effect like poison, curd, and so forth in 
conjunction with special knowledge, charms, sugar, 
etc. Let them do so ; we accept this view, and there 
is no dispute over this point. In other words, if you 
maintain that disinterested work coupled with medi- 
tation produces a different kind of effect, we do not 
contest this point; for between two persons, one 
sacrificing to the gods and the other sacrificing to the 
Self, the Srutis state the superiority of the latter in the 
following passages: ‘One who sacrifices to the Self is 
better than one who sacrifices to the gods,’ etc. (S. XI, 
II. vi. I3, adapted), and ‘That alone which is performed. 
with the help of meditation (is stronger),' etc. (Ch. I. 
i. 10). The phrase 'sacrificer to the Self.’ used ‘by 
Manu in connection with the knowledge of the Supreme 
Self in the stanza, 'Seeing (himself in all and all in 


) From the human kingdom, as in the present case. 


456 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [3.8.1 


' himself) he becomes a sacrificer to the Self (and attains 
independence) (M. XII. or) means that simply by 
his sameness of vision he becomes a sacrificer to the 
Self.! Or the phrase may have been used having 
regard to the aspirant’s former condition. The 
sacrificer to the Self performs the regular rites for self- 
purification, as we know from the Sruti text, ‘This 
particular part of my body is being purified by this 
(rite) (S. XI. rr. vi. 13). Similarly the Smrtis too in 
the passage, 'Through the sacrifices relating fo con- 
ception,’ etc. (M. II. 27), show that the regular rites 
purify the body and organs. Purified by those rites, 
the sacrificer to the Self attains the sameness of vision ; 
either in this or in some future life he attains Self- 
realisation. The meaning is that by his sameness of 
vision he becomes independent. The phrase 'sacrificer 
to the Self' has been used having regard to his former 
conditicn—to show that the regular rites combined 
with meditation help towards realisation. 


Moreover, passages like, 'Sages are of opinion 
that the attainment of oneness with Viraj, the world- 
projectors, Yama, Hiranyagarbha and the Undifferen- 
tiated is the highest result produced by Sattva or pure 
materials (rites coupled with meditation) (M. XII. 50), . 
and '(They) are merged in the five elements' (Ibid. 90), 
show the mergence in the elements in addition to the 
attainment of the status of the gods. Those who read 
the latter passage as, '(They) transcend the five 
elements,' betray a very poor knowledge of the Vedas, 


1 So it is a tribute to the knowledge of Brahman. 
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and as such may be left out of account. The passages 
in question 4re not to be dismissed as mere eulogy, for 
the chapter in which they occur treats of the results 
of work culminating in oneness with Hiranyagarbha, 
and of Self-knowledge, which is distinct from work, 
and these correspond exactly to the ritualistic portion 
(of the Vedas) and the Upanisads, respectively. 
Besides we find that the non-performance of prescribed 
rites and the doing of forbidden acts results in degrada- 
tion to the state of stationary objects, dogs, hogs, or 
the like ; and we also come across spirit existences like 
the “vomit-eaters.’ 


Besides, none can think of zs prescribed or 
forbidden acts other than those mentioned in the 
Srutis and Smrtis, the non-performance or perform- 
ance, respectively, of which would cause one to 
become a spirit, a dog, a hog, a stationary object, or 
the like—results the existence of which we know from 
perception or inference ; and none denies that these 
states are the results of past actions. Therefore, just 
as these lower states— spirit, animal, or stationary 
existences—are the results of one's non-performance of 
the prescribed rites or performance of the forbidden 
acts, similarly we must understand that the, higher 
results culminating in oneness with Hiranyagarbha are 
as much the results of past actions. Hence the passages 
in question are not to be taken as mere stories 
concocted for the sake of eulogy, like 'He cut off his 
own omentum' (Tai. S. II. r. i. 4), 'He cried' (Ibid. 
I. v. i. 1), and so on. 


. Objection : If those passages are not stories, 
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the subject under discussion (work and its results) also 
must be so. 


Reply : Let it be ; this much only (the absence 
of examples to the contrary) does not contradict the 
reality of the subject under discussion, or invalidate 
our position. Nor' can you say that the positions 
referred to in the passage, ‘Viraj, the world-projectors,’ 
etc. (M. XII. 50), are the results of rites with material 
. ends ; for these are stated to produce an equality of 
status with the gods. Therefore the regular rites and 
rites like the Sarvamedha and horse sacrifice performed 
by persons with elfish motives lead to the attainment 
of oneness with Hiranyagarbha and so on. But in 
the case of those who perform the regular rites dis- 
interestedly, just for the purification of the mind, they 
help towards realisation. The Smrti says, 'This body 
is made fit for the realisation of Brahman (by them)’ 
(M. IT. 28). Because these rites indirectly help those 
people, they are aids to realisation as well; so there 
is no contradiction. That this is the meaning, we 
shall explain at the end of the story of Janaka in 
Chapter IV (pp. 752, 754—755). You cited the ex- 
amples of poison, curd, etc. (producing altogether 
different results under special circumstances); they are 
not open to disputation, being matters of perception and 
inferencc. But that! which is to be known exclusively 
from the scriptures, cannot, in the absence of explicit 
Statements to that effect, be imagined to have properties 
similar to those of poison, curd, etc. Nor are the Srutis 


! Ritualistic work combined with meditation. 
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supposed to have authority in matters which are con- 
tradicted by other means of knowledge, as for instance 
if they said, ‘Fire is cold and wets things.’ If, how- 
ever, a passage’ is ascertained? to have the meaning 
given by the Srutis, then the evidence? of the other 
means of knowledge must be held to be fallacious. For 
instance, the ignorant think of fire-fly as fire, or of 
the sky as a blue surface ; these are perceptions no 
doubt, but when the evidence of the other means of 
knowledge regarding them has been definitely known 
to be true, the perceptions of the ignorant, although 
they are definite experiences, prove to be fallacious. 
Therefore, the authority of the Vedas being inviolable, 
a Vedic passage must be taken exactly in the sense 
that it is tested to bear, and not according to the 
ingenuity of the human mind. The sun does not 
cease to reveal objects because of the ingenuity of the 
human mind ; similarly the Vedic passages cannot be 
made to give up their meaning. Therefore it is proved 
that work‘ does not lead to liberation. Hence the 
present section is introduced to show that the results 
of work are within the pale of relative existence. 


aq Yat ysqeletaft: ares; reete 
grata | AR ATT: QAANT, È TAASTE HITTER 
gern; deque gar maA, anges 


t For example, ‘Thou art That.’ 

? By the six tests, viz. beginning, conclusion, repetition, 
originality, result, eulogy and demonstration. See the Ved- 
ántasára, paragraph 183 et seq. 

3 Dualistic evidence. 

4 Ritualistic work—even if combined with .meditation. 
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sete ; Aegan a ef ; ei eur A- 
AMAT, eren, m qrfvfevar enTefufa | 
t ita waa, @ an gest amac, & 
arfeferar sraaferfer i 2 n | 


I. Then Bhujyu, the grandson of Lahya, 
asked him. ‘ Yajfiavalkya,’ said he, ' we tra- 
velled in Madra as students, and we came to the 
house of Pataficala, of the line of Kapi. His 
daughter was possessed by a Gandharva. We 
asked him, ‘‘ Who are you? " He said, “ I am 
Sudhanvan, of the line of Angiras." When we 
asked him about the limits of the world, we 
said to him, ‘‘ Where were the descendants of 
Pariksit?" And I ask you, Yajfiavalkya, where 
were the descendants of Pariksit? (Tell me) 
where were the descendants of Pariksit ?' 


Then, when the descendant.of Jaratkaru had 
stopped, the grandson of Lahya named Bhujvu asked 
him, Yàjüavalkya, whom we are discussing. "'Yajfa- 
valkya, said he. The meditation on the horse sacrifice 
has been spoken of at the beginning of the book, and 
this sacrifice produces both collective and individual 
results. Whether combined with meditation, or per- 
formed exclusively through it, it is the highest of all 
rites. The Smrti says, ‘There is nothing more heinous 
than killing a noble Brahmana nor anything more 
meritorious than the horse sacrifice,’ for through it 
one attains the collective as well as individual results. 
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Of these, whatever! is within the universe has been 
shown to be the individual results of the horse sacrifice. 
While it has been said, ‘Death? becomes his self, and 
he becomes one with these deities' (I. ii. 7). This 
Death is Hunger, and is variously called Cosmic 
Intelligence, the Aggregate, the First-born, Air, Cosmic 
Energy, Satya and Hiranyagarbha. That which is 
the essence of the whole universe, individual and 
collective, which is the inner self or subtle body of all 
beings, the essence of the subtle, in which the actions 
of all beings inhere, and which is the highest result 
of rites as well as of the meditations connected with 
them—has the manifested universe for its field. How 
far is its range—what is its extent, spreading all round 
like a globe, has to be stated. If this is done, the 
entire world of bondage will have been described. In 
order to show the extraordinary character of the medi- 
tation on the identity with that universe, collective 
and individual, Bhujyu mentions an incident of his 
own life. He thinks of confusing his oppenent by 
this means. 

‘We travelled i» the territory called Madra as 
students, observing the appropriate vow for study, or 
as priests called Adhvaryus, and we came to the house 
of Pataficala, of the line of Kapi. His daughter was 
possessed by a Gandharva, some being other than 
human ; or the word may mean the fire that is 
worshipped in the house—the god who is a priest (to 
the gods) We conclude thus from his special 
knowledge, for an ordinary being cannot possibly have 


1 The reference is to the gods such as fire, sun and air. 
2 This is tbe collective result. 
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such knowledge. 'We al sat round him and asked 
him, “Who are you? —What is your name, and what 
kind of being are you?’’ He, the Gandharva, said, 
"I am named Sudhanvan, of the line of Angtras.’’ 
When we asked him about the limits of the world, we, 
among that group desirous of knowing the extent of 
the cosmic orb, priding ourselves upon our good for- 
tune, said to him—Nwhat? —''"Where were the descend- 
ants of Panksit?’’! And the Gandharva told us all 
about it. So I have been instructed by a celestial 
being, and you do not have that knowledge ; hence 
you are defeated.’ This is his idea. ‘Being possessed 
of this revealed knowledge from the Gandharva, I ask 
you, Yajnavalkya, where were the descendants of 
Pariksit? Do you know this, Yajfiavalkya? Tell me, 
I ask you, where were the descendants of Pariksit?’ 


a Aaa, Gur Hone, TEA d CTSDGHU- 
ara reme m ceamaarsen qesedii ; 
sri d acai ste: ; d aad gud 
faenacaafa ; at aaed o gf faearacagqz: 
gata ; deret quer un, agar HARAT QIR, 
ATTA: 5 ative: g «year aaa 
Tas, dengue fear aama- 
aR; us d a aaga umi, 

safe:, qur: aaf: , wu gaged sala 
qud aq! aA g gA AETR nu xf 
ada arene, N | 


1 Their names are given in S. XIII. v. iv. 1-3. 


~ 
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2. Yajüavalkya said, ‘The  Gandharva 
evidently told you that they went where the 
performers of the horse sacrifice go.’ ‘ And 
where do the performers of the horse sacrifice 
go?’ “Thirty-two times the space covered by 
the sun’s chariot in a day makes this world; 
around it, covering twice the area, is the earth; 
around the earth, covering twice the area, is the 
ocean. Now, as is the edge of a razor, or the 
wing of a fly, so is there just that much opening 
at the junction (of the two halves of the cosmic 
shell). (Through that they go out). Fire, in 
the form of a falcon, delivered them to the air; 
the air, putting them in itself, took them where 
the (previous) performers of the horse sacrifice 
were.’ Thus did the Gandharva praise the air.’ 
Therefore the air is the diversity of individuals, 
and the air is the aggregate. He who knows it 
as such conquers further death. Thereupon 
Bhujyu, the grandson of Lahya, kept silent. 


Yajüavalkya said, ‘The Gandharva evidently told 
you that they, the descendants of Pariksit, went where 
the performers of the horse sacrifice go.’ The particle 
‘vai’ recalls a past incident. When his question was 
answered, Bhujyu asked, ‘And where do the perform- 
ers of the horse sacrifice go?’ With a view to telling 
where they go, YAjiiavalkya described the dimensions 


1 As symbolising the cosmic vital force. 
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of the cosmic orb: Thirty-two times the space covered 
by the sun’s chariot in a day makes tits world, 
surrounded by the mountain Lokaloka. This is the 
world which constitutes the body of Viraj, and in 
which people reap the fruits of their past actions. This 
much is the Loka ; beyond this is the Aloka. Around 
it, covering twice the area of this world ts the earth. 
Similarly around the earth, covering twice the area, 
is the ocean, which the writers of the Puranas name 
after rain-water. Now the size of the opening at the 
junction of the two halves of the cosmic sheil is being 
given. Through this opening as an exit the performers 
of the horse sacrifice go out and spread. Now, as is 
the edge of a razor, or the wing of a fly possessed of 
fineness, so 1s there just that much opening at the 
junction (of the two halves of the cosmic shell). The 
word ‘Indra’ is a synonym of God ; here it refers to 
the fire which is kindled in the horse sacrifice, and the 
meditation on which has been described in the words, 
‘His head is the east,’ etc. (I. ii. 3). Five, tn the 
form of a falcon, with wings, tails, etc., delivered 
them, the descendants of Pariksit, who had performed 
the horse sacrifice and had attained’ fire to the air, 
because, being gross, it itself had no access there. The 
air, putting them in ttself, making them a part of itself, 
took them where the previous performers of the horse 
sacrifice were. Thus did the Gandharva praise the 
air, which was the goal! of the performers of the 
horse sacrifice. 

The story is finished ; but the Sruti gives us the 
gist of it directly, stepping out of the garb of the story. 


1 Being the cosmic vital force. 
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Because the air (vital force) is the inner self of all 
beings, moving and stationary, and is also outside 
them, therefore the air ts the diversity of individuals, 
in forms relating to the body, the elements and the 
gods ; similarly the air is the aggregate, as the one 
cosmic vital force. He who knows it as such attains 
identity with the air in its individual as well as 
collective form. What he gains by this is being stated: 
He conquers further death, i.e. after dying once he 
dies no more. Thereupon, when his question was 
answered, Bhujya, the grandson of Lahya, kept silent. 


30 


SECTION IV 


It has been stated that a man under the control 
of the organs and objects (Grahas and Atigrahas), 
which are themselves directed by his merits and de- 
merits, repeatedly takes up and discards the organs 
end objects and transmigrates. And the perfection of 
merits has been explained as being concerned with 
the manifested universe, collective and individual — 
being the identification with Hiranyagarbha in both 
those aspects. Now the question arises as to wbether 
the entity that transmigrates under the control of the 
organs and objects exists or does not exist ; and if it 
exists, what it is like. So it is to teach about the Self 
as a distinct entity that the question of Usasta is 
introduced. If one knows It as unconditioned, 
naturally free from action and its factors, one is freed 
from the above-mentioned bondage together with its 
stimulating causes. The purpose of the story is 
already known. 

ST FRATER: GIS ; SITSERe fct ETATS, 
ACAAMAA Bal, A ACA gaat, d A mee 
git; OT a aea Gaia; Haat arqacaa HA- 
equo gosta nia aa mer garat, 
Asaa a a area aa, at aaa 
sarfafa @ a seat aaar, a sarratattta a a 
ACA rale dc, UN AT MCAT UITAT N R N 


1. Then Usasta, the son of Cakra, asked 
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him. ‘ Yajfüavalkya,' said he, ‘explain to me 
the Brahman that is immediate and direct—the 
self that is within all.’ ‘ This is your self that 
is within all.’ ‘Which is within all, Yàjfia- 
valkya?’ ‘That which breathes through the 
Prana is your self that is within all. That which 
moves downwards through the Apana is your. 
self that is within all. That which pervades 
through the Vyàna is your self that is within all. 
That which goes out through the Udana is your 
self that is within all. This is your self that is 
within all.’ 

Then Usasta, the son of Cakra, asked hem, 
Yajiavalkya, who has already been introduced. The 
Brahman that ts tmmediate, not obstructed from the 
seer or subject by anything, and direct, not used in 
a figurative sense, like the ear and so forth, which are 
considered to be Brahman. What is that? The self 
that is within all. The word ‘self’ refers to the inner 
(individual) self, that being the accepted meaning of 
the term. The words ‘Yat’ and ‘Yah’! indicate that 
the self familiar to all is identical with Brahman. 
Explain that self to me, tell about it clearly, as one 
shows a cow by taking hold of its horns, as much as 
to say, “This is it.’ 

Thus addressed, Yajiiavalkya replied, ‘This is 
your self that is within all.’ The qualification ‘that 
is within all’ is suggestive of all qualifications what- 


1 Neuter and masculine forms of the word meaning 
4 that’ z A . 
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soever. That which is 'immediate' or unobstructed, 
and 'direct' or used in its primary sense, and which 
is 'Brahman' or the vastest, the self of all and within 
all—all these specifications refer to the self. ‘What is 
this self of yours?’ ‘That by which your body and 
organs are ensouled is your self, i.e. the self of the 
body and organs.’ ‘There is first the body ; within 
it is the subtle body consisting of the organs ; and the 
third is that whose existence is being doubted. Which 
of these do you mean as my self that is within all?’ 
Thus spoken to, Yàjüavalkya said, ‘That which 
breathes (lit. does the function of the Prana) through 
the Prana, which operates in the mouth and nose, in 
other words, ‘‘which makes the Prana breathe” (Ke. 
I. 9), is your self, i.e. the individual self of the body 
and organs.’ The rest is similar in meaning. That 
which moves downwards through the Apana, Which 
pervades through the Vyana—the long 7 in the two 
verbs is a Vedic licence—by which the body and 
organs are made to breathe and do other functions, 
like a wooden puppet. Unless they are operated by 
an intelligent principle, they cannot do any function 
such as breathing, as is the case with the wooden 
puppet. Therefore it is by being operated by the 
individual self, which is distinct from them, that they 
breathe and do other functions, as does the puppet. 
Hence that principle distinct from the body and organs 
exists which makes them function. 


a Marre: aa feng, at 
gk, seu gf, watdaguaied wale; ate 
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AMAIA, A WERT enis, et i erecta, 
UN d ACA gaat, Waal aaae aalrac: ? 
a FORUM qA, A wa: Tart sor, a Adare 
nediem:, a faarafaareant fasta: Q0 um a area 
zer, AASATA ddr ATAATA SATA 
WRN Kher aga sree N 


z. Usasta, the son of Cakra, said, ‘ You 
have indicated it as one may say that a cow is 
such and such, or a horse is such and such. 
Explain to me the Brahman that is immediate 
and direct—the self that is within all.’ ‘ This is 
your self that is within all.’ ‘ Which is within 
all, Yajfiavalkya?' ‘ You cannot see that which 
is the witness of vision; you cannot hear that 
which is the hearer of hearing; you cannot think 
that which is the thinker of thought; you cannot 
know that which is the knower of knowledge. 
This is your self that is within all; everything 
else but this is perishable.’ Thereupon Usasta, 
‘the son of Cakra, kept silent. 


Usasta, the son of Cakra, said: As somebody 
first proposes one thing and then, being in doubt, may 
say something else—for instance, having proposed to 
point out a cow or a horse, he merely describes them 
through certain characteristics of theirs such as walk- 
ing and says, ‘A cow is that which walks,’ or ‘A 
horse is that which runs’—-so you too have indicated 
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Brahman through certain characteristics such as 
breathing. To be brief, give up your trick prompted 
by your hankering after the cows, and explain to 
me the Brahman that is immediate and direct—the self 
that is within all.  Yàjfüavalkya replied: I adhere 
to the proposition that I first made, that your self 
is such and such ; it is exactly as I have described it. 


You asked me to present the self as one would a 
jar etc. I do not do so, because it is impossible. 
Why is it impossible? Owing to the very nature of 
the thing. What is that? Its being the witness of 
. vision etc., for the self is the witness of vision. Vision 
is of two kinds, ordinary and real. Ordinary vision 
is a function of the mind as connected with the eye ; 
it is an act, and as such it has a beginning and an 
end. But the vision that belongs to the self is like 
the heat and light of fire ; being the very essence of 
the witness, it has neither beginning nor end. Because 
it appears to be connected with the ordinary vision, 
which is produced and is but a limiting adjunct of it, 
it is spoken of as the witness, and also as differen- 
tiated into witness and vision. The ordinary vision, 
however, is coloured by the objects seen through the 
eye, and of course has a beginning ; it appears to be 
connected with the eternal vision of the self, and is 
but its reflection ; it originates and ends, pervaded by 
the other. It is therefore that the eternal vision of the 
self is metaphorical spoken of as the witness, and 
although eternally seeing, is spoken of as sometimes 
seeing and sometimes not seeing. But as a matter of 
fact the vision of the seer never changes. So it will be 
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said in the fourth chapter, 'It thinks, as it were, and 
shakes, as it were' (IV. iii. 7), and 'The vision of the 
witness can never be lost' (IV. iii. 23). 

This is the meaning of the following passage: 
You cannot see that which is the witness of vision, i.e. 
which pervades by its eternal vision the act of our 
ordinary vision. This latter, which is an act, is 
affected by the objects seen, and reveals only colour 
.(form), but not the inner self that pervades it. There- 
.fore you cannot see that inner self which is the witness 
of vision. Similarly you cannot hear that which ts the 
hearer of hearing ; you cannot think that which per- 
vades thought, the mere function of the mind; you 
cannot know that which pervades knowledge, the 
mere function of the intellect. This is the very nature 
of the thing ; therefore it cannot be shown like a 
cow etc 

Some! explain the passage, ‘You cannot see the 
witness of vision,’ etc. differently. According to 
them ‘the witness of vision’ means ‘that which sees,’ 
the agent or cause of vision in general, without any 
distinction of kind. In other words, they regard the 
genitive case in ‘of vision’ as having an objective 
force. That vision is caused and is an effect. like a 
jar. The suffix in the word ‘Drastr’ (witness) indi- 
cates agency. Therefore, these commentators opine, 
the expression ‘the witness of vision’ means ‘the 
agent of vision.’ But they fail to see that the words 
‘of vision’ then become redundant ; or even if they 
see it, they take it as a repetition, or as a faulty: read- 
ing not worth anything, and pay no attention to it. 


1 The reference is to Bhartrprapafica. 
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How are the words redundant? They are redundant, 
because the word 'Drastr' itself would be enough to 
indicate the agency of vision ; then one should only 
say, 'You cannot see the witness.' For the text uses 
the suffix ‘trc’ with the verb, and in grammar this 
always indicates agency of the act denoted by the verb. 
We only say, 'One is conducting the traveller or the 
cutter’; we should not, in the absence of any special 
meaning, say, 'the traveller of travelling, or 'the 
cutter of cutting.’ Nor should the extra words be 
dismissed as a mere elucidation, if there is any alter- 
native explanation ; and it is not a faulty reading, since 
all! unanimously accept it. Therefore it is a defect of 
the commentators’ understanding and not a mistake on 
the part of the students. 

But the way we have explained it, viz. that the 
self endowed with eternal vision, as opposed to the 
ordinary vision, should be pointed out, accounts for 
the two words ‘witness’ and ‘vision’ (in ‘the witness 
of vision’) as describing the subject and the object, 
with a view to defining the nature of the self. It will 
also agree with the passage, ‘The vision of the witness 
(can never be lost)’ etc. (IV. iii. 23), occurring else- 
where, as also with the clauses, ‘(Through which) the 
eyes see’ (Ke. I. 7), ‘(By which) this ear is heard’ 
(Ke. I. 8), occurring in another text. It is also 
consonant with reason. In other words, the self can 
be eternal if only it is immutable ; it is a contradiction 
in terms to say that a thing is changeful and yet 
eternal. Moreover, the Sruti texts, ‘It thinks, as it 


1 Students of both Kanva and Madhyandina recensions. 
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were, and shakes, as it were’ (IV. iii. 22), ‘The vision 
of the witness can never be lost,’ and ‘This is the 
eternal glory of a knower of Brahman’ (IV. iv. 23), 
would otherwise be inconsistent. 

Objection : But such terms as ‘witness,’ ‘hearer,’ 
‘thinker’ and ‘knower’ would also be inconsistent if 
the self is immutable. 

Reply : Not so, for they only repeat conventional 
expressions as people think them. They do not seek 
to define the truth of the self. Since the expressions 
‘the witness of vision’ etc. cannot otherwise be 
explained, we conclude that they mean what we have 
indicated. Therefore the opponents’ rejection of the 
qualifying term ‘of vision’ is due only to ignorance. 
This is your self specified by all those above-mentioned 
epithets. Everything else but this self, whether it is 
the gross body or the subtle body consisting of the 
organs, ts perishable. This only is imperishable, 
changeless. Thereupon Usasta, the son of Cakra, kept 
silent. 


SECTION V 


Bondage with its stimulating causes has been 
spoken of. The existence of that which is bound, as 
also its distinctness from the body etc., has also been 
known. Now the knowledge of the Self together with 
renunciation, which are the means of liberating it 
from that bondage, have to be described. Hence the 
question of Kahola is introduced. 


aq tat wate: alfiaka: que. cmn 
Jaa, aa amaA, a Met aaa, Gi 
à amaA; uw a aca aaia Haat 
aera ga? Aann ge ME 
EL | ad q anteni fafecar mea: 
quoram: frere GUTER geara 
fred aca; ar @a quum ur fader, ar 
frao art eir, gu aa ca qq wae: | 
emm: miveci afaa mem AAT I 
aai a qei a fafqemer g, amri a siti 
q Afama m: a me: ep ena? aa 
ENAN TA, — ( adig une wid 
ARA STC N N eft QAR savor N 
I. Then Kahola, the son of Kusitaka, asked 
him. - Yajfiavalkya,' said he, ‘ explain to me 
the Brahman that is immediate and direct—the 
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self that is within all.’ ‘This is your self that 
is within all.’ ‘Which is within all, Yajiia- 
valkya?’ ‘That which transcends hunger and 
thirst, grief, delusion, decay and death. Know- 
ing this very Self the Brahmanas renounce the 
desire for sons, for wealth and for the worlds, 
and lead a mendicant life. That which is the 
desire for sons is the desire for wealth, and that 
which is the desire for wealth is the desire for 
the worlds, for both these are but desires. 
Therefore the knower of Brahman, having 
known all about scholarship, should try to live 
upon that strength which comes of knowledge ; 
having known all about this strength as well as 
scholarship, he becomes meditative ; having 
known all about both meditativeness and its 
opposite, he becomes a knower of Brahman. 
How does that knower of Brahman behave? 
Howsoever he may behave, he is just such. 
Except this everything is perishable.’ There- 
upon Kahola, the son of Kusitaka, kept silent. 


Then Kahola, the son of Kusitaka, asked him, 
‘Yajnavalkya,’ said he—to be explained as before— 
‘explain to me the Brahman that is immediate and 
direct—the self that is within all,’ knowing which one 
is freed from bondage.  Yàjfavalkya said, ‘This is 
your self.’ 


Question: Do Usasta and Kahola ask about 
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one and the same self, or do they ask of different 
selves having similar characteristics ? 

Some! say: It ought to be different selves, for 
then only can the two questions be other than a 
repetition. Had Usasta and Kahola asked about the 
same self, then one question having dealt with tbat, 
the second would have been redundant; and the 
passage in question is not a mere elucidation. There- 
fore the two selves must be different, viz. the indivi- 
dual self and the Supreme Self. 


Reply: No, because of the use of the word 
'your.' It has been said in the reply, ‘This is your 
self’ (III. iv. 1-2 ; this text), and the same aggregate 
of body and organs cannot have two selves, for each 
aggregate possesses a single self? Nor can Usasta and 
Kahola mean selves essentialy different from each 
other, since both cannot be primary, and self, and 
within all. If one of the two be Brahman in a 
primary sense, the other must be secondary ; similarly 
with selfhood and being within all, for these three terms 
are contradictory. If one of the two Brahmans be the 
self, primary, and within all, then the other must be 
non-self, secondary, and not within all. Therefore one 
and the same self has been mentioned twice with a 
view to telling something special about it. That part 
only of the second question which is common to the 
first is a repetition of the latter, and the second ques- 
tion is introduced in order to furnish some detail not 
mentioned before. 


Objection : What is this detail? 


1 Bhartrprapafica is meant. 
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Reply: It is this. In the first question it has 
been stated that there is a self distinct from the body, 
whose bondage together with its stimulating causes 
has been spoken of ; but in the second something more 
is added, viz. that this self is beyond relative attributes 
such as hunger—a detail, by knowing which, together 
with renunciation, one is freed from the bondage 
above spoken of. Therefore we conclude that in both 
cases the question and answer, ending with the words, 
‘This is your self that is within all,’ have an identical 
meaning. 


Objection : How can the same self possess con- 
tradictory attributes such as being beyond hunger etc. 
and having them? 


Reply : The objection is not valid, having already 
been refuted (p. 306). We have repeatedly said that 
the relative existence of the self is but a delusion 
caused by its association with limiting adjuncts such 
as the body and organs, which are but the modifica- 
tions of name and form. We have also made this 
clear while explaining the apparently contradictory 
passages of the Srutis (p. 393). For instance, a rope, 
a mother-of-pearl, or the sky, becomes a snake, silver. 
or blue respectively, owing to attributes imputed by 
people, but in themselves they are just a rope, a 
mother-of-pearl, or the sky. Thus there is no contra- 
diction if things possess contradictory attributes. 


Objection : Will not such Upanisadic texts as, 
‘One only without a second’ (Ch. VI. ii. 1), and 
‘There is no difference whatsoever in It’ (IV. iv. 19; 
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K. IV. 11), be contradicted if you admit the existence 
of the limiting adjuncts, name and form? 

Reply: No; this has already been refuted by 
the illustrations of the foam of water and (the modi- 
fications of) clay etc. But when name and form are 
tested from the standpoint of the highest truth in the 
light of the above Sruti texts. as to whether they are 
different from the Supreme Self or not, they cease to 
be separate entities, like the foam of water, or like the 
modifications (of clay) such as a jar. It is then that 
such passages as, 'One only without a second,' and 
‘There is no difference whatsoever in It,’ have scope 
from the standpoint of the Supreme Self as referring 
to the highest realisation. But when on account of 
our primordial ignorance the reality of Brahman, 
although remaining as it is, naturally untouched by 
anything—like the reality of the rope, the mother-of- 
pearl and the sky—is not discriminated from the 
limiting adjuncts such as the body and organs, which 
are created by name and form, and our natural vision 
of those adjuncts remains, then this phenomenal 
existence consisting of things different from Brahman 
has full play. This unreal phenomenal existence 
created by differentiation is indeed a fact for those who 
do not believe in things as different from Brahman as 
well as for those who do believe. But the believers 
of the highest truth, while discussing in accordance 
with the Srutis the actual existence or non-existence of 
things apart from Brahman, conclude that Brahman 
alone is the one without a second, beyond all finite 
relations. So there is no contradiction between the 
two views. We do not maintain the existence of 
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things different from Brahman in the state when the 
highest truth has been definitely known, as the Srutis 
say, ‘One only without a second,’ and ‘Without interior 
or exterior’ (II. v. 19 ; III. viii. 8). Nor do we deny 
the validity, for the ignorant, of actions with their 
factors and results while the relative world of name and 
form exists. Therefore scriptural or conventional out- 
look depends entirely on knowledge or ignorance. 
Hence there is no apprehension of a contradiction 
between the. In fact, all schools must admit the 
existence or non-existence of the phenomenal world 
according as it is viewed from the relative or the 
absolute standpoint. 


Regarding the nature of the self as it is in reality 
once more the question is asked: ‘ Which is within 
all, Yajfivalkya ?' The other replied, ‘That which 
transcends hunger and thirst.'—The word ‘which’ in 
the text should be construed with ‘transcends’ coming 
shortly after.—As the sky, fancied by the ignorant as 
being concave and blue, is really without these 
qualities, being naturally untouched by them, similarly 
Brahman, although fancied as being subject to hunger, 
thirst, etc., by the ignorant, who think that they are 
hungry or thirsty, really transcends these qualities, 
being naturally untouched by them, for the Sruti says, 
‘It is not affected by human misery, being beyond it’ 
(Ka. V. 11)—i.e. by misery attributed by ignorant 
people. Hunger and thirst have been compounded in 
the text, as both are vital functions. | 


Grief is desire. The discomfort that one feels as 
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one reflects on some covetable thing is the seed of 
desire for one afflicted with a hankering, because it 
kindles desire ; while delusion is a mistake, a confusion, 
arising from a false notion ; it is ignorance, the fruitful 
source of all troubles. The two words are not com- 
pounded, as grief and delusion produce different results. 
They have their seat in the mind. (The self also 
transcends) decay and death, which centre in the body. 
‘Decay’ is that modification of the body and organs 
which is marked by wrinkles, grey hair, etc. ‘Death’ 
is the fall of the body, the last modification to overtake 
it. These, the hunger and the rest, which centre in thc 
vital force, mind and body, and are present in beings 
in an unbroken succession like days and nights, etc., 
and like the waves of an ocean, are called the relative 
or transmigratory existence with regard to them. But 
that which is described as the witness of vision and so 
forth, is immediate or unobstructed and direct or used 
m a primary sense, which is within all, and is the self 
of all beings from Hiranyagarbha down to a clump of 
grass, is ever untouched by such relative attributes as 
hunger and thirst, as the sky is untouched by impurities 
like the clouds etc. 


Knowing this very Self, their own reality, as ‘I 
am this, the Supreme Brahman, eternally devoid of 
relative attributes, and ever satisfied,’ the Brahmanas 
—they are mentioned because they alone are qualified 
for renunciation—renounce, lit. rise up in an oppo- 
site direction to—what?—the desire for sons, as means 
to winning this world, thinking, 'We will win this 
world through sons,’ in other words, marriage : hence 


3.5.1] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 481 


the meaning is, they do not marry. (Ihe desire) for 
wealth : procuring cattle etc., which are the means of 
rites, in order that one may perform rites through them 
and win the world of the Manes, or that one may win 
the world of the gods either by combining rites with 
meditation, which is divine wealth, or solely through 
meditation on Hiranyagarbha. Some say that one 
cannot renounce divine wealth, since it is through this 
that renunciation is possible. But this view is wrong, 
for divine wealth also falls within the category of 
desires, as we know from the Sruti passage, ‘This 
much indeed is desire’ (I. iv. 17). It is the meditation 
on the gods such as Hiranyagarbha which is spoken of 
as wealth, because it leads to the world of the gods. 
Ihe knowledge of Brahman, which concerns the un- 
conditioned Pure Intelligence, cannot certainly be the 
means of attaining the world of the gods. Witness the 
Sruti texts, ‘Therefore It became all’ (I. iv. 10), and 
‘For he becomes their self’ (Ibid.). It is through the 
knowledge of Brahman that renunciation takes place, 
for there is the specific statement, ‘Knowing this very 
Self.’ Therefore they renounce all these three objects 
of desire which lead to worlds that are not the Self.— 
‘Esana’ means desire, for the Sruti says, ‘This much 
indeed is desire.'——That is to say, they cease to hanker 
after all this threefold means of attaining worlds that 
are not the Self. 

Every desire for means is a desire for results ; there- 
fore the text says that desire is one. How? That 
which is the desire for sons is the desire for wealth, for 

3I 
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both are alike means to tangible results. Amd that 
which is the desire for wealth is the desire for the 
worlds, for it is directed towards results. People adopt 
different means, actuated by the desire for results. 
Hence desire is one, because the desire for the worlds 
cannot be attained without the requisite means, for 
both these are but desires, one being but a means to the 
other. Therefore the knower of Brahman has nothing 
to do with rites or their accessories. ——'Brahmanas' in 
the text means those of past times.—The rites and their 
accessories here spoken of refer to the holy thread etc., 
which are means to the performance of rites pertaining 
to the gods, the Manes and men, for through them these 
rites are performed. Compare the Sruti, ‘The holy 
thread that hangs straight down from the neck is for 
rites pertaining to men’ (Tai. S. II. v. rz. 1). There- 
fore the ancient Brahmanas—knowers of Brahman— 
renouncing rites and their accessories such as the holy 
thread, embrace the life of a monk (of the highest 
class) known as the Paramahamsa, and lead a mendi- 
cant life, live upon begging—giving up the insignia of 
a monk's life prescribed by the Smrtis, which are the 
means of livelihood for those who have merely taken 
recourse to that life. Witness the Smrtis: ‘The 
knower of Brahman wears no signs,’ ‘Therefore the 
knower of religion, who wears no signs, (should practise 
its principles)’ (cf. Mbh. XIV. xlvi. 51), and ‘His signs 
are not manifest, nor his behaviour’ (cf. Va. X.). And 
the Sruti: ‘Then he becomes a monk, wears the ochre 
robe, shaves his head, and does not accept (superfluous) 
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gifts,’ etc. (Ja. 5); also, ‘Having cut off his hair 
together with the tuft and giving up the holy thread,' 
etc. (K$. I., II. 3). 

Objection : Because of the use of the present 
tense in it, the passage, 'The Bràhmanas renounce 

. and live a mendicant life,’ should be taken as a 
mere eulogy ; it has none of the three suffixes denoting 
an injunction. Therefore on the strength of a mere 
eulogy the abandonment of the holy thread and other 
such accessories of rites prescribed by the Srutis and 
Smrtis cannot be urged. ‘He only who wears the holy 
thread may study the Vedas, officiate in sacrifices, or 
perform them’ (Tai. A. II. i. 1). In the first place, 
the study of the Vedas is enjoined in the mendicant 
life: ‘By giving up the study of the Vedas one 
becomes a Siidra; therefore one must not do it’ 
(Quoted in Va. X). Also Apastamba: ‘Uttering speech 
only when studying the Vedas’ (Ap. II. xxi. ro, 2r). 
The scriptures condemn giving up the study of the 
Vedas in the verse, ‘Quitting the study of the Vedas, 
condemning the Vedas, deceitful evidence, murder of a 
friend, and eating forbidden or uneatable food—these 
six acts are equivalent to drinking’ (M. XI. 56). 
Secondly, the passage, ‘One should wear the holy 
thread while serving the preceptors, old people and 
guests, performing sacrifices, repeating sacred formule, 
eating, rinsing one’s mouth and studying the Vedas’ 
(Ap. I. xv. 1), enjoins the holy thread as an accessory. 
of those acts, and the Srutis and Smrtis prescribe such 
acts as the attending on the preceptors, study of the 
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Vedas, eating and rinsing one's mouth among the duties 
of a monk ; therefore we cannot understand the pass- 
age in question as advocating the giving up of the 
holy thread. Although the renunciation of desires is 
enjoined, yet it means the renunciation of only the 
three desires, viz. those concerning sons and so forth, 
and not of all rites and their means. If all rites are 
abandoned, it will be doing something not enjoined by 
the Srutis, and discarding the holy thread etc., actually 
enjoined by them. This omission of acts enjoined and 
performance of those forbidden would be a grave 
offence. Therefore the assumption that the insignia 
such as the holy thread should be abandoned is merely 
an instance of the blind following the blind (thoughtless 
procedure). 

Reply : No, for the Sruti says, ‘The monk should 
give up the holy thread, the study of the Vedas, and 
all such things' (K$. 4; Kr. 2). Moreover the ulti- 
mate aim of the Upanisads is to teach Self-knowledge. 
It has already been stated, 'The Self is to be realised— 
to be heard of, reflected on,' etc. (II. iv. 5); and it is 
common knowledge that that very Self is to be known 
as immediate and direct, as being within all, and 
devoid of the relative attributes of hunger etc. Since 
this entire Upanisad sets itself to bringing this out, the 
passage in question cannot form a part of some other 
(ritualistic) injunction, and is therefore not a eulogy. 
For Self-knowledge is to be attained, and the Self, 
being devoid of the attributes of hunger etc., is to be 
known as different from the means and results of an 
action. To know the Self as identified with these is 
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ignorance. Witness the Srutis: ‘He (who worships 
another god thinking), ‘‘He is one, and I am another,” 
does not know' (I. iv. 10), 'He goes from death to 
death who sees difference, as it were, in.It' (IV. iv. 
I9; Ka. IV. ro), 'It should be realised in one form 
only (IV. iv. 20), 'One only without a second' 
(Ch. VI. ii. 1), ‘Thou art That’ (Ch. VI. viii. 7), etc. 
The means and results of an action are different from 
the Self that is beyond the relative attributes such as 
hunger, and fall within the category of ignorance, as is 
proved by hundreds of texts like the following: ‘When 
there is duality, as it were’ (II. iv. 14; IV. v. 15), 
‘He who worships another god thinking, ''He is one, 
and I am another," does not know,' 'While those who 
know It as otherwise (become dependent and attain 
perishable worlds),' etc. (Ch. VII. xxv. 2). 


Knowledge and ignorance cannot co-exist in the 
same individual, for they are contradictory like light 
and darkness. Therefore the knower of the Self must 
not be supposed to have relations with the sphere of 
ignorance consisting of actions, their factors and their 
results, for it has been deprecated in such passages as, 
‘He goes from death to death,’ etc. All actions with 
their factors and results, which fall within the category 
of ignorance, are meant to be shunned through the 
help of knowledge, the opposite of ignorance ; and such 
auxiliaries as the holy thread fall within the same 
category. Therefore desire is different from and asso- 
ciated with things other than the Self, which by Its 
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nature is neither the means nor the result of an action. 
They, the means and the result of an action, are both 
desires, and the holy thread etc. and the ceremonies 
to be performed through them are classed under sneans. 
This has been clenched by a reason in the clause, ‘For 
both these are but desires' (this text). Since the 
means such as the holy thread, and the ceremonies to 
be performed through them are within the range of 
ignorance, are forms of desires, and are things to be 
shunned, the renunciation of them is undoubtedly 
enjoined. 

Objection : Since this Upanisad seeks to incul- 
cate Self-knowledge, the passage relating to the re- 
nunciation of desires is just a eulogy on that, and not 
an injunction. 


Reply : No, for it is to be performed by the 
same individual on whom Self-knowledge is enjoined. 
The Vedas can never connect with the same individual 
something that is enjoined and something that is not 
enjoined. Just as the Srutis connect pressing, pour- 
ing and drinking (of the Soma juice) with the same 
individual—that he should press the juice out, pour 
it into the fire, and drink what is left—because all the 
three are obligatory, similarly Self-knowledge, renun- 
ciation of desires and begging would be connected with 
the same individual if only these were obligatory. 


Objection : Suppose we say that being under the 
category of ignorance and being (auxiliaries of) 
desires, the abandonment of the holy thread etc. is a 
mere corollary of the injunction on Self-knowledge, 
and not a separate injunction? 
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Reply : No. Since it is connected with the same 
individual along with the injunction of Self-knowledge, 
the obligatory nature of this renunciation as well as the 
begging is all the more clearly established ; and the 
objection that it is a mere eulogy because of the use 
of the present tense does not hold, since it is analogous 
to such injunctions as that the sacrificial post is! made 
of fig-wood. 


Objection: We admit that the passage, ‘(The 
Brahmanas) renounce desires . . . . and lead a mendi- 
cant life,’ enjoins monasticism. In this life, however, 
means such as the holy thread and certain insignia are 
enjoined by the Srutis and Smrtis. Therefore the 
passage in question means that accessories other than 
these, although the latter are (auxiliaries of) desires, 
should be renounced. 


Reply: Not so, for we know that there is 
another kind of monasticism different from this one. 
The latter is connected with the same individual as 
Self-knowledge, and is characterised by the renuncia- 
tion of desires. This monasticism is a part of Self- 
knowledge, because it is the renunciation of desires, 
which contradict Self-knowledge and are within the 
province of ignorance. Besides this there is another 
kind of monasticism, which is an order of life and 
leads to the attainment of the world of Hiranyagarbha 
and so on ; it is about this that means such as the 
holy thread and particular insignia are enjoined. 
When there is this other kind of monasticism in which 
the adoption of means like the (auxiliaries of) desires 


1 Here ‘is’ means ‘must be.’ 
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is just a duty peculiar to that life, it is wrong to 
contradict Self-knowledge that is enjoined by all the 
Upanisads. If one seeks to adopt means such as the 
holy thread, which are within the province of ignorance 
and are (auxiliaries of) desires, it would certainly be 
contradicting the knowledge of one's self—which is 
neither the means nor the result of an action, and is 
devoid of such relative attributes as hunger—as identi- 
cal with Brahman. And it is wrong to contradict this 
knowledge, for all the Upanisads aim at this. 

Objection: Does not the Sruti itself contradict 
this by teaching the adoption of desires in the words, 
‘(The Brahmanas) lead a mendicant life’? That is to 
say, after enjoining the renunciation of desires it 
teaches in the same breath the adoption of a part of 
them, viz. begging. Does this not imply the adoption 
of other connected things as well? 

Reply : No, the begging does not imply other 
things as well, just as the drinking of the remnant (of 
Soma juice) after the oblation has been offered does 
not include any additional things ; since it relates only 
to the disposal! of what is left, it implies nothing else. 
Moreover, the begging has no purifying effect ; the 
drinking of the juice might purify a person, but not 
the begging. Though there may be some merit in 
observing the rules regarding it, yet its application to . 
the knower of Brahman is inadmissible. 


1 Pratipatti-karma is the disposal of the accessories of a 
rite after they have served their purpose, to prevent their 
interfering with other work. 
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Objection: If this is so, why should there be 
mention of his begging his food? 

Reply : It is quite in order, because the passage 
thereby enjoins the rejection of other means of sub- 
sistence. 

Objection : Still what is the necessity for that? 

Reply : None, if his realisation has reached that 
point of inaction ; we accept that view. As to the 
texts regarding monasticism such as, 'He only who 
wears the holy thread may study (the Vedas),' etc. 
(Tai A. II. i. x), we have already answered your objec- 
tion by saying that they concern only the monasticism 
of those who have not known Brahman: we have 
pointed out that Self-knowledge would otherwise be 
contradicted. That the knower of Drahman has no 
work! to do is shown by the following Smrti passage, 
"Ihe gods consider him a knower of Brahman who has 
no desires, who undertakes no work, who does not 
salute or praise anybody, and whose work has been 
exhausted, but who himself is unchanged' (Mbh. XII. 
cclxix. 34). Also, ‘The knower of Brahman wears no 
signs,’ and ‘Therefore the knower of religion, who 
wears no signs,’ etc. (cf. Mbh. XIV. xlvi. 51). There- 
fore the knower of the Self should embrace that vow 
of the highest order of monks which is characterised 
by the renunciation of desires and the abandonment of 
all work together with its means. 

Since the ancient Brahmanas, knowing this Self as 
naturally different from the means and result of an 
action, renounced all desires, which are such means 


1 ‘Work’ in this connection means ritualistic work. 
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and results, and led a mendicant life, giving up work 
producing visible and invisible results, together with its 
means, therefore to this day the knower of Brahman, 
having known all about scholarship or this knowledge 
of the Self from the teacher and the Srutis—having 
fully mastered it—should renounce desires. This is 
the culmination of that scholarship, for it comes with 
the elimination of desires, and is contradictory to them. 
Since scholarship regarding the Self cannot come with- 
out the elimination of desires, therefore the renunciation 
of these is automatically enjoined by the knowledge of 
the Self. This is emphasised by the use of the suffix 
‘ktvac’ in the passage in question, as referring to the 
same individual who has the knowledge of the Self. 
Therefore the knower of Brahman, after renouncing 
desires, should try to live upon that strength which 
comes of knowledge. Those others who are ignorant 
of the Self derive their strength from the means and 
results of actions. The knower of Brahman avoids 
that and resorts simply to that strength which comes 
of the knowledge of the Self, which is naturally different 
from the means and results of an action. When he 
does this, his organs have no more power to drag him 
down to the objects of desire. It is only the fool with- 
out the strength of knowledge, who is attracted by his 
organs to desires concerning objects, visible or invisible. 
Strength is the total elimination of the vision of objects 
by Self-knowledge ; hence the knower of Brahman 
should try to live upon that strength. As another 
Sruti puts it, ‘Through the Self one attains strength’ 
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(Ke. II. 4); also, 'This Self is unattainable by the 
weak' (Mu. III. ii. 4). 

Having known all about this strength as well as 
scholarship, he becomes meditative, in other words, a 
Yogin. What a knower of Brahman should do is to 
eliminate all ideas of the non-Self; doing this he 
accomplishes his task and becomes a Yogin. After 
baving known all about scholarship and strength, which 
respectively mean Self-knowledge and the elimination 
of ideas of the non-Self, he knows all about meditative- 
ness too—which is the culminating result of the latter— 
and its opposite, and becomes a knower of Brahman, 
or accomplishes his task: he attains the conviction that 
all is Brahman. Because he has reached the goal, 
therefore he is a Brahmana, a knower of Brahman ; for 
then his status as a knower of Brahman is literally true. 
Therefore the text says: How does that knower of 
Brahman behave? Howsoever he may behave, he 1s 
just such—a knower of Brahman as described above. 
The expression, ‘Howsoever he may behave,’ is 
intended for a tribute to this state of a knower of 
Brahman, and does not mean reckless behaviour. 
Except this state of realisation of Brahman, which is 
the true state of one’s self which is beyond hunger 
etc., and is eternally satisfied, everything, i.e. desires, 
which are within the category of ignorance, ts perish- 
able—lit. beset with troubles—unsubstantial like a 
dream, an illusion, or a mirage; the Self alone is 
detached and eternally free. Thereupon Kahola, the 
son of Kusitaka, kept sslent. 


SECTION VI 


a Ba mi mami ams, creep 
pai aa aneda a Na a, afna Tan 
daa sre ; arat simrifet ; fè ag 
agaa Mata, — swa mit ; 
fees geraai dama gramm. med- 
A quif, nèng ag madan Aae 
siesta ; arfaeica nN , e [eret aaa- 
SART — street ; TARS mià ; 
m&n ag TAAR vara ANRA ; MAA- 
A mià; ser ag CETWOTWT Aana 
gramma, akg mailer ; wig ae BI 
aara Aara ; CANE rÀ , ; afters afa- 
szan tana wma, RANY mif , 
ni ag StsTQ etate ana Aaaf; su 
AFT mià ; Sat Gy ARAR ru 
Tand; a eas, mf efmmát, at B mat 
TIAA, aafiaeat d a aaamfasesta mit, arfa- 
mR; erdt og anit arameqacera uefa 
TÉ BRUT, A 
I. Then Gargi, the daughter of Vacaknu, 
asked him. ‘ Yajnavalkya,’ she said, ‘if all 
this is pervaded by water, by what is water 
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pervaded?’ ‘By air, O Gargi.’ ‘ By what is 
air pervaded?’ ‘ By the sky, O Gargi.’ ‘ By 
what is the sky pervaded?’ ' By the world of 
the Gandharvas, O Gargi.’ ‘By what is the 
world of the Gandharvas pervaded?’ ‘ By the 
sun, O Gàrgi.' ' By what is the sun pervaded ?' 
* By the moon, O Gargi.’ ' By what is the moon 
pervaded?’ ‘By the stars, O Gargi.’ ‘ By 
what are the stars pervaded?’ ‘By the world 
of the gods, O Gargi.’ ' By what is the world of 
the gods pervaded?’ ‘ By the world of Indra, 
O Gargi. ‘By what is the world of Indra 
pervaded?’ ‘ By the world of Viraj, O Gargi.’ 
‘ By what is the world of Viraj pervaded?’ ' By 
the world of Hiranyagarbha, O Gargi.’ ‘By 
what is the world of Hiranyagarbha pervaded ?' 
He said, ' Do not, O Gargi, push your inquiry 
loo far, lest your head should fall off. You are 
questioning about a deity that should not be 
reasoned about. Do not, O Gargi; push your 
inquiry too far.” Thereupon Gargi, the daughter 
of Vacaknu, kept silent. 


To describe the nature of that which has been 
stated to be the immediate and direct Brahman—the 
self that is within all, the three sections up to that 
dealing with the story of Sakalya are being introduced. 


1 Celestial minstrels, 
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The elements from earth up to the ether are arranged 
one within the other. The idea is to show how an 
aspirant—the subject or seer—can realise his own self, 
which is immediate and direct, is within all, and 
beyond all relative attributes, by taking up each 
relatively external element and eliminating it. Then 
Gargi, the daughter of Vacaknu, asked him. ‘Yajna- 
valkya,’ she said, "if all this, all that is composed of 
earth, is pervaded within and without (lit. placed like 
the warp and woof—or woof and warp—in a cloth) by 
water.’ Otherwise it would be scattered like a handful 
of fried barley flour. The following inference is 
suggested: We observe that whatever is an effect, 
limited and gross is respectively pervaded by that 
which is the cause, unlimited and subtle, as earth is 
pervaded by water. Similarly (in the series from 
earth to the ether) each preceding element must be 
pervaded by the succeeding one, till we come to the 
self that is within all. This is the import of the 
question. $ 


Now these five elements are so arranged that 
each preceding one is held together by the succeed- 
ing element, which is its cause and is more subtle and 
pervasive. And there is nothing below the Supreme 
Self which is different from the elements,! for the 
Sruti says, ‘The Truth of truth’ (II. i. 20 ; II. iii. 6). 
The truth is the five elements, and the Truth of truth 
is the Supreme Self. ‘By what is water pervaded?’ 
Since it too is an effect, gross and limited, it must be 


1 So the different worlds enumerated in this eee 
are included in them. 


3.6.1] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 495 


pervaded by something ; and what is that? All the 
subsequent questions are to be construed in this way. 
‘By air, O Gargi.’ One may object that the answer 
should be fire ; to which we reply that the answer is all 
right. Fire cannot independently manifest itself like 
the other elements ; it must take the help of particles 
of earth or water ; hence it is not mentioned as pervad- 
ing water. ‘By what is air pervaded?’ ‘By the sky, 
O Gàrgi. The same elements combining with one 
another form the sky ; this is pervaded by the world 
of the Gandharvas, this again by the sun, the sun by 
the moon, the moon by the stars, the stars by the 
world of the gods, this by the world of Indra, this 
again by the world of Viraj, i.e. by the elements com- 
posing the body of Viraj ; the world of Viraj is pervad- 
ed by the world of Hiranyagarbha, i.e. by the elements 
composing the universe. The plural is used in the 
text (‘worlds’ instead of ‘world’) because these worlds, 
arranged in an ascending order of subtlety, are each 
composed of the same five elements transformed so as 
to become fit abodes for the enjoyment of beings. “By 
what is the world of Hiranyagarbha pervaded?’ 
Yajiiavalkya said, ‘Do not, O Gargi, push your 
inquiry too far—disregarding the proper method of 
inquiry into the nature of the deity! ; that is, do not 
try to know through inference about a deity that must 
be approached only through oral instruction (Agama), 
lest by so doing your head should fall off.’ The nature 
of the deity is to be known from the scriptures alone, 


1 The Sütra, which is described in the next section. 
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and Gargi’s question, being inferential, disregarded this 
particular means of approach. 'Yow are questioning 
about a deity that should not be reasoned about, but 
known only through its special means of approach, the 
scriptures. Therefore do not, O Gargi, push your 
inquiry too far, unless you wish to die.’ Thereupon 
Gargi, the daughter of Vacaknu, kept silent. 


SECTION VII 


aa dagen SITRÍUDS qaes ; aaaerafa dara, 
AFMTIAA ASA RAI RY URRAIM: , 
acarcat madda, aaa aisetta ; 
aissftenaa sara ga, diswdicqays sei 
uri, qer g cd wey acest Bard a ate: 
qr aim: aaif a yaa agma reed ; 
Asafas: wer, Te aguaraefa , arsa- 
Geass rei ateaie, ar g a wre 
ara a ga am qt a a uiu e 
wer sad maA, ciswitcqagqe: warez, 
mE c areraaia ,; aissaicvage area arigratar, 
aa amna as far araaifeoiaf ex suis, 
a Anaa, a tafe, a gef, a ,u 
arna, a adíafafa , aitaa ; ame x, 
maa aera ganat amairo aen- 


a maat ; dared nagaan fà, 
ur eu emm ster R n 


I. Then Uddiàlaka, the son of Aruna, asked 
him. ‘ Yàjüavalkya, he said, ‘in Madra we 
lived in the house of Patancala Kapya (descend- 
ant of Kapi), studying the scriptures on sacri- 


32 
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fices. His wife was possessed by a Gandharva. 
We asked him who he was. He said, '' Kaban- 
dha, the son of Atharvan." He said to Patafi- 
cala Kapya and those who studied the scriptures 
on sacrifices, ‘‘ Kàpya, do you know that Sütra' 
by which this life, the next life, and all beings 
are held together?” Pataficala Kapya said, “I 
do not know it, sir." The Gandharva said to 
him and the students, “ Kapya, do you know 
that Internal Ruler who controls this and the 
next life and all beings from within ?'' Patancala 
Kapya said, ‘‘I do not know Him, sir." The 
Gandharva said to him and the students, '' He 
who knows that Sütra and that Internal Ruler as 
above indeed knows Brahman, knows the 
worlds, knows the gods, knows the Vedas, knows 
the beings, knows the self, and knows every- 
thing." He explained it all to them. I know 
it. If you, Yajnavalkya, do not know that 
Sutra and that Internal Ruler, and still take 
away the cows that belong only to the knowers 
of Brahman, your head shall fall off.’ ‘I know, 
O Gautama, that Sutra and that Internal Ruler.’ 
* Any one can say, '' I know, I know. ” Tell us 
what you know.’ 


Now the Sütra, the innermost entity of the world 
of Hiranyagarbha, has to be described ; hence this 


1 Lit. thread. Hence the word is metaphorically used 
for Prana or the cosmic force. 
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section. This Sütra should be approached through 
oral instruction, which is therefore being introduced 
through an anecdote: Then Uddalaka, the son of 
Aruna, asked him. ‘Ydajnavalkya,’ he said, ‘in the 
territory called Madra we lived in the house of 
Pataácala Kapya—of the line of Kapi—studying the 
scriptures on sacrifices. Hts wife was possessed by a 
Gandharva. We asked him who he was. He said, 
“‘Kabandha, the son of Atharvan." He, the Gan- 
dharva, said to Patancala Kapya and his pupils who 
studied the scriptures on sacrifices, '' Kapya, do you 
know that Suira by which this life, the next life and 
all beings, from Viraj down to a clump of grass, are 
held together, strung like a garland with a thread?"' 
Thus addressed, Kapya reverentially said, “I do not 
know it, the Sütra, sir." The Gandharva again said 
tc the teacher and us: Kaya, do you know that 
Internal Ruler—this is teing specified—who controls 
this and the next life and all beings from within, causes 
them to move like wooden puppets, i.e. makes them 
perform their respective functions? Thus addressed, 
Patancala Kapya reverentially said, “I do not know 
Him, sir." The Gandharva again said— this is in 
praise of the meditation on the Sutra and the Internal 
Ruler within it—‘‘Kapya, he who knows that Sūtra 
and that Internal Ruler who is within the Sütra and 
governs it, as described above, indeed knows Brakman 
or the Supreme Self, knows the worlds such as the earth 
controlled by the Internal Ruler, knows the gods such 
as Fire presiding over those worlds, knows the Vedas, 
which are the authority for all, knows the beings such 
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as Hiranyagarbha! and the rest, who are held together 
by the Sütra and controlled by the Internal Ruler who 
is within it, knows the self, which is the agent and 
experiencer and is controlled by the same Internal 
Ruler, and knows everything—the whole world also 
similarly controlled.’’ This praise of the meditation on 
the Sütra and the Internal Ruler tempted Kapya and us 
to hear of it ; and the Gandharva explained the Sūtra 
and the Internal Ruler to them and us. I know this 
meditation on the Siitra and the Internal Ruler, having 
been instructed by the Gandharva. If you, Ydajiia- 
valkya, do not know that Sutra and that Internal Ruler, 
i.e. do not know Brahman, and still wrongly take away 
the cows that belong only to the knowers of Brahman, 
I will burn you with my curses, and your head shall 
fall off.’ Thus addressed, Yàjüavalkya said, ‘I know, 
O Gautama (descendant of Gotama), that Sutra about 
which the Gandharva told you, and that Internal Ruler 
about whom you have known from him.’ .At this 
Gautama retorted: “ Any one, any fool, can say what 
you have said—what?—'' I know, I know," lauding 
himself. What is the good of that bluster? Show it 
in action ; tell ys what you know about them.’ 


29 
a gaa, aya man amn; up d 
aa Ai a A acer ate: aar ep grà 
. a e a 
denA wafa, amg man qud Ramga- 
1 The word used is ‘Brahman,’ which means Viráj as 
well, in which sense it is to be taken in connection with the 


next clause, for Hiranyagarbha, being the same as the Sütra. 
‘cannot be held together by it. 
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ciRee, argat fi ata evt deer 
vada ; qardaamacra, ewqattavt setis t u 


2. He said, ‘Vayu, O Gautama, is that 
Sütra. Through this Sutra or Vayu this and 
the next life and all beings are held together. 
Therefore, O Gautama, when a man dies, they 
say that his limbs have been loosened, for they 
are held together, O Gautama, by the Sütra or 
Vayu.’ ‘Quite so, YajfiavaM@ya. Now describe 
the Internal Ruler.’ 


He, Yajnavalkya, said, etc. The Sūtra, by which 
the world of Hiranyagarbha is at the present moment 
pervaded, as earth by water, and which can be known 
only through oral instruction, has to be described. It is 
for this that Uddalaka's question in the preceding para- 
graph has been introduced. So Yaàjfiavalkya answers 
it by saying, “Vayu, O Gautama, 15s that Sutra, and 
nothing else.’ ‘Vayu’ is that subtle entity which like 
the ether supports earth etc., which is the material of 
the subtle body—with its seventeen constituents'—in 
which the past actions and impressions of beings inhere, 
which is collective as well as individual, and whose 
external forms, like the waves of an ocean, are the 
forty-nine Maruts. That principle of Vayu is called 
the Sutra. ‘Through this Sutra or Vayu this and the 
next life and all beings are held or strung together. This 
is well known (to those who know the Sütra); it is also 


1 The five elements, ten organs, vital force (with its five- 
fold function) and mind (in its fourfold aspect). Or the ten 
organs, five vital forces, Manas and Intellect. 
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common knowledge. How? Because Vayu is the 
Sütra and supports everything, therefore, O Gautama, 
when a man dies, they say that his limbs have been 
loosened.’ When the thread (Sütra) is gone, gems etc. 
that are strung on it are scattered ; similarly Vayu is 
the Sütra. If the limbs of a man are strung on it, like 
gems on a thread, it is but natural that they will be 
loosened when Vayu is gone. Hence it is concluded: 
‘For they are held together, O Gautama, by the Sūtra 
or Vayu.’ ‘Quite S@ Yajüvalkya, you have rightly 
described the Sütra. Now describe the Internal Ruler, 
who is within it and controls it.’. Thus addressed, 
Yajfüavalkya said: 


a: g(srat fere gRr wean, d RA a 8a, 
qa ofrat ÂN, a: gariad cud, uw a 
IERA: tl 3 N 


3. He who inhabits the earth but is within 
it, whom the earth does not know, whose body 
is the earth, and who controls the earth from 
within, is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal 
self. 

He who inhabits the earth .. . . is the Internal 
Ruler. Now all peòple inhabit the earth ; so there 
may be a presumption that the reference is to anyone 
of them. To preclude this the text specifies Him by 
saying, ‘Who ts within the earth.’ One may think 
that the deity identified with the earth is the Internal 
Ruler ; hence the text says, ‘Whom even the deity 
identified with the earth does not know as a distinct 
entity dwelling within her.’ Whose body is the earth 
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itself and none other—whose body is the same as that 
of the deity of the earth. The 'body' implies other 
things as well; i.e. the organs of this deity are also 
those of the Internal Ruler. The body and organs of 
the deity of the earth are the result of her own past 
actions ; they are the body and organs of the Internal 
Ruler as well, for He has no past actions, being ever 
free. Since He is by nature given to doing things for 
others, the body and organs of the latter serve as His ; 
He has no body and organs of His own. This is 
expressed as follows: ‘Whose body is the earth.’ 
The body and, organs of the deity of the earth are 
regularly made to work or stop work by the mere 
presence of the Lord as witness. Such an [évara, 
called Nàrayana, who conírols the deity of the earth, 
i.e. directs her to her particular work, from within, is 
the Internal Ruler about whom you have asked, your 
own immortal self, as also mine and that of all beings. 
'Your' implies ‘others’ as well. ‘Immortal,’ that is to 
say, devoid of all relative attributes. 


ase fageguisac, aan a Ag, eum 
Gay, asqiseaa aaafa, ay a enaar- 
ERE: US N 


4. He who inhabits water but is within it, 
whom water does not know, whose body is 
water, and who controls water from within, is 
the Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


asm fagiceac, aui aa, TAA: situ, 
Asama AMAA, UT A ARAARA: Us d 
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5. He who inhabits fire but is within it, 
whom fire does not know, whose body is fire, 
and who controls fire from within, is the Inter- 
nal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


Asaka famerefeumeac, amane a Ha, 
marae sae, Msafanrad nad, quu 


arara: WE 


6. He who inhabits the sky but is within it, 
whom the sky does not know, whose body is the 
sky, and who controls the sky from within, is 
the Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


Aad fasarieac, d aga ga, qeu dn 
RRL, a agaa anafa, cs d anaa- 
Wa: uS Il 

7. He who inhabits the air but is within it, 
whom the air does not know, whose body is the 


air, and who controls the air from within, is the 
Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


4r fafa Refaat, d att Hm, ver at: 
wii, a Rana mud, aqu a arenaga- 
8d: ll € 


8. He who inhabits heaven but is within 
it, whom heaven does not know, whose body 


e 
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is heaven, and who controls heaven from within, 
is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


a erac famarfacareeac:, aurei os a, 
quac sey, a anfdcanrat anafa, ava 
MATAA: usn 


g. He who inhabits the sun but is within it, 
whom the sun does not know, whose body is the 
sun, and who controls the sun from within, is the 
{Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


a fa Reisa, d fax a far, aen 
fam: gay, dr Risa anafa, oa d aen- 
AAA: uo 


IO. He who inhabits the quarters but is 
within them, whom the quarters do not know, 
whose body is the quarters, and who controls 
the quarters from within, is the Internal Ruler, 
your own immortal self. 


maga fasarqawngac, 8 amas 
a Wa. qer agate SI, aaegarcarad | 
quate, qu er ARAARA: |) 2 tl 


II. He who inhabits the moon and stars 
but is within them, whom the moon and stars 
do not know, whose body is the moon and stars, 
and who controls the moon and stars from 
within, is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal 
self. 
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.  w aren AMENAT, AMAN 7 HW, 
TANS: WIG, A anama anata, at at 


ARATAUNTATA: i 3 N 
I2. He who inhabits the ether but is within 
it, whom the ether does not know, whose body 
is the ether, and who controls the ether from 
within, is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal 
self. 


qeanfa asanda, d aul d aa, wea 
qu: MAU, qasa anaf, aT d aeea- 


aaa: i $3 Il 


13. He who inhabits darkness but is within 
it, whom darkness does not know, whose body 
is darkness, and who controls darkness from 
within, is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal 
self. 


quiu AeA, d ant a aq, e 
am: day, sedare ama, cr a arcareaai- 


waga:—zealagaagy , ATR i Ve i 

I4. He who inhabits light but is within it, 
whom light.does not know, whose body is light, 
and who controls light from within, is the 
Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. This 
much with reference to the gods. Now with 
reference to the beings. 

The rest is to be similarly explained. He who 
inhabits water, fire, the sky, the air, heaven, the sun, 
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the quarters, the moon and stars, the ether, darkness 
—the external darkness which obstructs vision, and! 
light, light in general, which is the opposite of dark- 
ness. This much with reference to the gods, i.e. the 
meditation on the Internal Ruler as pertaining to the 
gods. Now with reference to the beings, i.e. the 
meditation on the Internal Ruler as pertaining to the 
different grades of beings from Hiranyagarbha down to: 
a clump of grass. 


a aay quy fau: dvd yeast, d 
aa sar a faz:, em ater yoni xul, 
q: watt yarn cue, uu a aena- 


THAT: ECT 5 AUTH d RY N 


IS. He who inhabits all beings but is within: 
them, whom no being knows, whose body is all 
beings, and who controls all beings from within, 
is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 
This much with reference to the beings. Now 
with reference to the body. 


a art fermen magat, d anit a, en 
ator: yia "p: MoMA arai, TT a AATA- 
AART: N RE N 


16. He who inhabits the nose but is within 
it, whom the nose does not know, whose body is 
the nose, and who controls the nose from within, 
is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal self, 


ar ara fagaraisat, d dre da, erp un 
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TIA, A qranrad auf, qw a ARFA- 
Wa 9 


i 

17. He who inhabits the organ of speech 

but is within it, whom the organ of speech does 

not know, whose body is the organ of speech, 

and who controls the organ of speech from 

within, is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal 
self. 


ung Riaad, d sura, em emm 
mÂ, samo: uud, qW d SU 
«d: d Xe I 


18. He who inhabits the eye but is within 
it, whom the eye does not know, whose body is 
the eye, and who controls the eye from within, 
is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


a: at fassdereac, d att a Wa, qeu 
att mtu, a: amaA aaafa, qu a SUCHT 
AAAA: I RE N 


19. He who inhabits the ear but is within 
it, whom the ear does not know, whose body is 
the ear, and who controls the ear from within, is 
the Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


qt aata Agma, d an od ae 
m Âq, a adtseatl aa, quod menm. 


aequa: t Ro II 
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20. He who inhabits the mind (Manas) but 
is within it, whom the mind does not know, 
whose body is the mind, and who controls the 
mind from within, is the Internal Ruler, your 
own immortal self. 


agafà fageaaisat, cn a 84, get 
TH SRI , TecqeWedit aaala, um a anra- 
vfq: i 9$ l | 


ZI. He who inhabits the skin but is within 
it, whom the skin does not know, whose body is 
the skin, and who controls the skin from within, 
is the Internal Ruler, your own immortal self. 


zt ferra fasaamneac, d faa a Hu, tex 
fama saw, a aaan anala, uw a 
ARAVA: tl 22 N | 


22. He who inhabits the intellect but is 
within it, whom the intellect does not know, 
whose body is the intellect, and who controls 
the intellect from within, is the Internal Ruler, 
your own immortal self. 


qt tafe fsa aAa, d dto a, ed 
Ye: spen, dt Vest cupa, UN a RTEA- 
afeqera: , agr wur, ege ele, emet see, erf 
erat faarat; missa xvn mitska 
ella, AMeatsatsfer sre, adsis faune, us 
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a aaa AA, ARISTA» di SETS 
SITSIUTETUGTW | x3 ea aad ATRA tl 


23. He who inhabits the organ of generation 
‘but is within it, whom the organ does not know, 
whose body is the organ, and who controls the 
organ from within, is the Internal Ruler, your 
own immortal self. He is never seen, but is the 
Witness; He is never heard, but is the Hearer; 
He is never thought, but is the Thinker; He is 
mever known, but is the Knower. There is no 
‘other witness but Him, no other hearer but Him, 
no other thinker but Him, no other knower but 
Him. He is the Internal Ruler, your own 
immortal self. Everything else but Him is 
mortal. Thereupon Uddalaka, the son of Aruna, 
kept silent. 

Now with reference to the body. He who in- 
habits the nose together with the vital force, the organ 
of speech, the eye, the ear, the mind (Manas), the skin, 
the intellect and the organ of generation (lit. the seed). 
Why is it that the deities of the earth etc., in spite of 
their exceptional powers, fail to see, like men etc., the 
Internal Ruler who lives in them and controls them? 
This is being answered: He is never seen. never the 
object of anybody’s ocular perception, but being close 
to the eye as Pure Intelligence, He Himself is the 
Witness. Similarly: He ts never heard, or perceived by 
,anybody through the ear, but He Himself, with His 
 never-failing power of hearing, is the Hearer, being 
close to all ears. Likewise He is mever thought, never 
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becomes the object of deliberation by the mind, for 
people think of those things that they have seen or 
heard, and the Internal Ruler, never being seen or 
heard, is never thought ; but He is the Thinker, for His 
thinking power never wanes, and He is close to all 
minds. Similarly He is never known or definitely 
grasped like colour etc., or like pleasure and so forth ; 
but He Himself is the Knower, for His intelligence 
never fails, and He is close to the intellect. Now the 
statements, ‘Whom the earth does not know,’ and 
‘Whom no being knows.’ may mean that the indi- 
vidual selves (the earth etc.) that are controlled are 
different from the Internal Ruler who controls. To 
remove this presumption of difference the text goes on 
to say: There is no other witness but Him, this 
Internal Ruler ; similarly, no other hearer but Him, 
no other thinker but Him. and no other knower but 
Him. He, except whom there is no other witness, 
hearer, thinker and knower. who is never seen but is 
the Witness, who is never heard but is the Hearer, who 
is never thought but is the Thinker, who is never 
known but is the Knower, who is immortal, devoid of 
all relative attributes, and is the distributor of the fruits 
of everybody’s actions—is the Internal Ruler, your 
own immortal self. Everything else but Him, this 
I$vara or Atman, is mortal. Thereupon Uddalaka, the 
son of Aruna, kept silent. 


SECTION VIII 


Now Brahman, which is devoid of hunger etc., 
unconditioned, immediate and direct, and is within all, 
has to be described. Hence the present section. 


aq g mameya, AAT aA gangin 
at a aA, at A enu, a d sug g- 


aft nagata Sala ; ges anA uu 

I. Then the daughter of Vacaknu said, 
‘Revered Brahmanas, I shall ask him two ques- 
tions. Should he answer me those, none of you 
can ever beat him in describing Brahman.' 
* Ask, O Gargi.’ 

Then the daughter of Vacaknu said. Having 
previously been warned by Yaàjüavalkya, she had 
desisted lest her head should fall off. Now she asks 
the permission of the Brahmanas to interrogate him 
once more. ‘Revered Brahmanas, please listen to what 
I say. T shall ask him, Yàjüavalkya, two more ques- 
tions, if you will permit it. Should he answer me those, 
none of you can ever possibly beat him in describing 
Brahman.’ Thus addressed, the Brahmanas gave her 
the permission. “Ask, O Gargt.’ 


HT gars, ag d car HTSWu Get «nd aT 
qagt dump sat agi wedr sl aaea 
ewemrfaearri? ge» acaanfataq, uer car 
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grat smmdMedu, at a mete ; 
mià i au 


2. She said, 'I (shall ask) you (two ques- 
tions. As a man of Benares or the King of 
Videha, scion of a warlike dynasty, might string 
his unstrung bow and appear close by, carrying 
in his hand two bamboo-tipped arrows highly 
painful to the enemy, even so, O Yajfiavalkya, 
do I confront you with two questions. Answer 
me those.’ ‘Ask, O Gargi.' 


Having received the permission, she said to 
Yajnavalkya, ‘I shall ask you two questions.’ The 
extra words are to be supplied from the preceding 
paragraph. Yajnavalkya was curious to know what 
they were. So, in order to indicate that the questions 
were hard to answer, she said through an illustra- 
tion: As a man of Benares—the inhabitants of which 
are famous for their valour—or the King of Videha, 
scion of a warlike dynasty, might string his unstrung 
bow and appear close by, carrying in his hand two 
bamboo-tipped arrows—an arrow might be without this 
bamboo-tip ; hence the specification—highly painful to 
the enemy, even so, O Yajfiavalkya, do I confront you 
with two questions, comparable to arrows. Answer 
me those, if you are a knower of Brahman. The 
other said, ‘Ask, O Géargi.’ 


at Hara, wat aet fas, azarae Thyeat:, 
33 
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qae urguet A, aeq a veer ARA- 
armaa, neiaa a ota afer tl 3 N 


3. She said, ‘ By what, O Yajnavalkya, is 
that pervaded which is above heaven and below 
the earth, which is this heaven and earth as well 
as between them, and which they say was, is and 
will be?’ 

She said: By what, O Ydajnavalkya, is that 
Siitra, already referred to, pervaded, as the element 
earth is by water, which is above heaven, or the upper 
half of the cosmic shell, and below the earth, or the 
lower half of the cosmic shell, which is this heaven 
and earth as well as between them, the two halves of 
the cosmic shell, and which they say, on the authority 
of the scriptures, was in the past, is doing its function 
at the present moment, and will be continuing in 
future, as is inferable from indications—which (Sütra) 
is described as all this, in which, in other words, the 
whole dualistic universe is unified? 


a gar, aa min Ra, agarq gira, 
agaa wg A, agi a ura aa- 
Aarma, wa aAa a a Ata Le Ud 


4. He said, ‘ That, O Gargi, which is above 
heaven and below the earth, which is this heaven 
and earth as well as between them, and which 
they say was, is and will be, is pervaded by the 
unmanifested ether.’ 

Yàjüavalkya said, ‘That, O Gárgi, which you 
have referred to as being above heaven, etc.—all that 
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which is called the Sütra—is pervaded by the un- 
manifested ether: This manifested universe consist- 
ing of the Siitra exists in the unmanifested ether, like 
earth in water, in the past, present and future, in its 
origin, continuance and dissolution.’ 


aq gaa, anes aaae aya ud 
sqdter, aA arate ; Tes ert Hh I 


‘5. She said, ‘I bow to you, Yajnavalkya, 
who have fully answered this question of mine. 
Now be ready for the other question.’ ‘Ask, 
O Gargi.’ 

She again said, ‘I bow to you—these and the 
following words indicate the difficult nature of the 
question—who have fully answered this question of 
mine. ‘The reason why it is difficult to answer is that 
the Sütra itself is inscrutable to ordinary people and 
difficult to explain ; how much more so, then, is that 
which pervades it! Therefore I bow to you. Now be 
ready, hold yourself steady, for the other question.’ 
Yajnavalkya said, ‘Ask, O Gargi.’ 


at ga, apt ame fe, warm 
ghar, agau aan €, ad a wae 
ufacadcaraea, riaa a od Sia uu & ti 


6. She said, ‘By what, O Yajnavalkya, is 
that pervaded which is above heaven and below 
the earth, which is this heaven and earth as well 
as between them, and which they say was, is and 


will be ?’ 
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All this has been explained. The question and 
the answer are repeated in this and the next paragraph 
in order to emphasise the truth already stated by 
Yajfiavalkya. Nothing new is introduced. 


a gar, aga mfr (us, ana garar, 
aera aera x8, agi a wae iq. 
quad, ar ag aad a mtd ala , ales 
CATT sear TARA uo It 


7. He said, ‘That, O Gargi, which is above 
heaven and below the earth, which is this heaven 
and earth as well as between them, and which 
they say was, is and will be, is pervaded by the 
unmanifested ether. ‘By what is the un- 
manifested ether pervaded ?' 


Yàjüavalkya repeated Gargi’s question as it was, 
and emphasised what he had already stated by saying, 
‘By the unmanifested ether. | Gargi said, “By what 
is the unmanifested ether pervaded?’ She considered 
the question unanswerable, for the unmanifested ether 
itself, being beyond time past, present and future, was 
difficult to explain ; much more so was the Immutable 
(Brahman) by which the unmanifested ether was 
pervaded ; hence It could not be explained. Now, if 
Yajnavalkya did not explain It for this reason, he 
would lay himself open to the charge of what is called 
in the system of logic ‘non-comprehension’, if, on the 
other hand, he tried to explain It, notwithstanding the 
fact that It was a thing that could not be explained, he 
would be guilty of what is called ‘a contradiction’; for 
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the attempt to explain what cannot be explained is such 
a contradiction. 


EIC X AE XE S 
AASA S fermer ETAT TA- 
AMARAN AR OMA TTA - 


HNTUCTHETHISHWSTUHSTEIH, a aa fra, 
sp aAA RATA N < N 


8. He said: O Gargi, the knowers of 
Brahman say, this Immutable (Brahman) is that. 
It is neither gross nr minute, neither short nor 
long, neither red colour nor oiliness, neither 
shadow nor darkness, neither air nor ether, un- 
attached, neither savour nor odour, without eyes 
or ears, without the vocal organ or mind, non- 
luminous, without the vital force or mouth, not 
a measure, and without interior or exterior. It 
does not eat anything, nor is It eaten by 
anybody. 


With a view to evading both the charges, 
Yajiiavalkya said: O Gaàrgi, the knowers of Brak- 
man say, this is that about which you have asked, 'By 
what is the unmanifested ether pervaded?’ What is it? 
The Immutable, i.e. which does not decay or change. 
By referring to the opinion of the knowers of Brahman, 
he evades both the charges by suggesting that he will 
say nothing objectionable, nor that he has failed to 
comprehend the question. When he thus answered her 
question, Gargi must have rejoined, ‘Tell me, what 
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is that Immutable which the knowers of Brahman 
speak of?’ Thus addressed, Yàjfiavalkya said: Jt is not 
gross, i.e. is other than gross. Then It must, be 
minute? No, nor minute. Then is It short? Neither 
short. Then It must be long? No,nor long. By this 
fourfold negation of size all the characteristics of a 
substance are denied of It; in other words, this 
Immutable is not a substance. Is It then red colour, 
which is a quality? No, It is different from that too— 
neither red colour ; red colour is a quality of fire. Is It 
then the oiliness of water!? No, nor oiliness. Is It 
then a shadow, being altogether indescribable? No, 
It is different from that too—neither shadow. Is It then 
darkness? No, nor darkness. Let It then be air. No, 
neither air. May It then be the ether? | No,nor ether. 
Is It then sticky like lac? No, It is unattached. Is It 
then savour? Neither savour. Let It then be odour. 
No, nor odour. Has It then eyes? No, It is without 
eyes, for It has not that instrument of vision ; as the 
Mantra says, 'He sees without eyes' (Sv. III. r9). 
Similarly It is without ears, as the Sruti puts it: ‘He 
hears without ears’ (Ibid.). Let It then have the vocal 
organ. No, It is without the vocal organ. Similarly 
It is without the mind. Likewise It is non-luminous, 
for It has no lustre like that of fire etc. It is without 
the vital force ; the vital force in the body is denied of 
It. Has It then a mouth or opening? No, It is without 
a mouth. Not a measure: It does not measure any- 
thing. Is It then porous? No, It is without interior. 


1 It is an assumption of the Vaisesika philosophy that 
ciliness is the quality of water. 
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Then may be It has an exterior? No, It has no exterior. 
Is It then an eater? No, It does not eat anything. 
Then is It anybody's food? No, mor is It eaten by 
anybody. In other words, It is devoid of all attri- 
butes, for It is one only without a second ; so what is 
there that can be specified, and through what? 


Ue HT SUCEN a att gaaat 
Aya fame, waa at mater suem gn 
mage faga fsa, caer a crac 
sgray aft AAN qgat SmÉTCTYUTUHTHT HII 
gaa: dacac fa fagareasta ; waren at seared 
EA mfr MEASAN up Steg Sae qd- 
Wer, sdiemsem, at at ow RWM; caer 
sae TETTE SÁT quet Wer iaa, sme 
ert, adit Radsma: ie tt 


g. Under the mighty rule of this Immutable, 
O Gàrgi, the sun and moon are held in their 
positions ; under the mighty rule of this Immut- 
able, O Gargi, heaven and earth maintain their 
positions ; under the mighty rule of this Immut- 
able, O Gàrgi, moments, Muhirtas,’ days and 
nights, fortnights, months, seasons and years are 
held in their respective places ; under the mighty 
rule of this Immutable, O Gargi, some rivers 
flow eastward from the White Mountains, others 
flowing westward continue in that direction, 


1 Equivalent to about 48 minutes. 
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and still others keep to their respective courses ; 
under the mighty rule of this Immutable, 
O Gargi, men praise those that give, the gods 
depend on the sacrificer, and the Manes on 
independent offerings (Darvihoma).' 


The Sruti, by attempting to negate various attri- 
butes of the Immutable, has indicated Its existence. 
Yet, anticipating the popular misconception about It, 
it adduces an inferential evidence in favour of Its 
existence: Under the mighty rule of this Immutable, 
the Brahman that has been known to be within all, 
immediate and direct—the self that is devoid of all 
attributes such as hunger, O Gargt, the sun and moon, 
which are like two lamps giving light to all beings at 
day and night respectively, ave held in their positions, 
as a kingdom remains unbroken and orderly under the 
mighty rule of a king. They must have been created 
for the purpose of giving light by a Universal Ruler 
who knows of what use they will be to all, for they 
serve the common good of all beings by giving light, 
as we see in the case of an ordinary lamp.? Therefore 
That exists which has made the sun and moon and 
compels them, although they are powerful and inde- 
pendent, to rise and set, increase and decrease, 
according to fixed place, time and causes.? Thus there 


1A class of offerings which have neither any subsidiary 
parts nor are themselves subsidiary to any sacrifice. 


? As from a lamp we infer the existence of its maker, 
so from the sun and moon we infer the existence of an 
omniscient God, 'the Immutable.' 


3 Adrsta or the resultant of the past work of beings. 
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exists their mighty Ruler, the Immutable, as the lamp 
has its maker and regulator. Under the mighty rule 
of this Immutable, O Gargi, heaven and earth main- 
tain their positions, although they are by nature subject 
io disruption because of having parts, inclined to fall 
owing to their weight, liable to separate, being a com- 
pound, and are independent, being each presided over 
by a conscious deity identifying itself with it. It is this 
Immutable which is like a boundary wall that preserves 
the distinctions among things—keeps all things within 
their limits ; hence the sun and moon do not transgress 
the mighty rule of this Immutable. Therefore Its 
existence is proved. The unfailing sign of this is the 
fact that heaven and earth obey a fixed order ; this 
would be impossible were there not a conscious, 
transcendent Ruler. Witness the Mantra, 'Who has 
made heaven powerful and the earth firm' (R. X. 
cxxi. 5). 


Under the mighty rule of this Immutable, O Gargi, 
moments, Muhurtas, etc.—all these divisions of time, 
which count all things past, present and future that are 
subject to birth—ave held in their respective places. 
As in life an accountant appointed by his master care- 
fully calculates all items of income and expenditure, so 
are these divisions of time controlled by their master, 
the Immutable. Similarly some rivers, such as the 
Ganges, flow eastward from the White Mountains, the 
Himalayas, for instance, and they, notwithstanding 
their power to do otherwise, keep to their original 


1Since the deities identifying themselves with these 
are sentient beings. 
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courses; this too indicates a Ruler. Others flowing 
teestward, such as the Indus, continue in that direction, 
and still others keep to their respective courses, do not 
deviate from the courses they have taken ; this is 
another indication. ' 


Moreover, even learned men praise those that give 
gold etc., even at a personal sacrifice. Now the con- 
junction and disjunction of gifts, their donors and their 
recipients are seen to take place before our eyes in this 
very life. But the subsequent recombination (of the 
donor and the fruit of his gift) is a matter we do not 
directly see. Still people praise the charitable, for they 
observe on other evidence that those that give are 
rewarded. This would be impossible were there no 
Ruler who, knowing the various results of actions, 
brought about this union of the giver and the reward, 
for the act of giving obviously perishes then and there. 
Therefore there must be someone who connects the 
givers with the results of their charity. 


Objection © Cannot the extraordinary result of an 
action (Apürva) serve this purpose? 

Reply : No, for there is nothing to prove its 
existence 


Objection : Does not the same objection apply to 
the Ruler too? 


Reply: No. for it is an established fact that the 
Srutis seek to posit His existence. We have already 
(p. 53) said that the Sruits aim at delineating the 
Reality. Besides, the implication on which the theory 
of the extraordinary result depends is out of place, for 
the fruition can be otherwise accounted for. We 
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observe that the reward of service is obtained from the 
person served ; and as service is an act, and sacrifices, 
gifts, offering oblations in the fire, etc., are just as 
much acts, it stands to reason that the reward for their 
performance should come from those in whose honour 
they are performed, viz. God and so forth. Since we 
can explain the obtaining of rewards without sacrificing 
the directly observed inherent power of acts, it is 
improper to sacrifice that power. Moreover, it involves 
a superfluity of assumptions. We must assume either 
God or the extraordinary result. Now we observe that 
it is the very nature of an act of service that it is 
rewarded by the person served, not by the extra- 
ordinary result ; and no one has ever actually experi- 
enced this result. So (in your view) we have to 
assume that the extraordinary result, which nobody 
has ever observed, exists ; that it has the power to 
confer rewards ; and that having this power, it does 
in addition confer them. On our side, however, we 
have to assume only the existence of the person 
served, viz. God, but neither His power to confer 
rewards nor His exercise of it, for we actually observe 
that the person served rewards the service. The 
grounds for inferring His existence have already been 
shown in the text: ‘Heaven and earth maintain their 
positions,’ etc. (this text). Likewise the gods, although 
they are so powerful, depend on the sacrificer for their 
livelihood—for such means of subsistence as the 
porridge and cakes. That in spite of their ability to 
live otherwise they have taken to this humiliating 
course of life, is possible only because of the mighty 
rule of the Lord. Similarly the Manes depend for 
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their subsistence on independent offerings. The rest is 
to be explained as before. 
e $ 

na ag maara gait 
aaa amaa aga agar, aaaea 
, " ` 
aR, a at agi nnafafearenprenrentt 

: A 

a Hq, pp wagat ania fafecarenprnrenfa 
& ATAIT: I Lo N 

10. He, O Gargi, who in this world, with- 
out knowing this Immutable, offers oblations in 
the fire, performs sacrifices and undergoes 
austerities even for many thousand years, finds 
all such acts but perishable ; he, O Gargi, who 
departs from this world without knowing this 
Immutable, is miserable. But he, O Gargi, who 
departs from this world after knowing this 
Immutable, is a knower of Brahman. 

Here is another reason for the existence of the 
Immutable, because until one knows It one is bound 
to suffer transmigration ; and That must exist, the 
knowledge of which puts a stop to it, for this is but 
logical. 

Objection : May not rites alone do this? 

Reply: No, he, O Gargi, who in this world, 
without knowing this Immutable, offers oblations in 
the fire, performs sacrifices and undergoes austerities 
even for many thousand years, finds all such acts but 
perishable. After he has enjoyed their fruits, those 
rites are inevitably exhausted. Besides, that mighty 
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Ruler, the Immutable, exists, by knowing which 
misery is at an end—transmigration is stopped, and 
not knowing which the ritualist is miserable—enjoys 
only the results of his rites and moves in an endless 
series of births and deaths. So the text says: He, 
O Gargi, who departs from this world without know- 
ing this Immutable, 1s miserable, like a slave etc. 
bought for a price. But he, O Gargi, who departs 
from this world after knowing this Immutable, is a 
knower of Brahman. 


It may be contended that like the heat and light 
of fire, the rulership of the Immutable is natural to the 
insentient Pradhana (of the Samkhyas, and not to 
Brahman). The reply is being given: 


aar gagat mags ge, ard sd, sad 
neq, atari faga ; magha x, aaga 
std, aegis ad, araadister faa ; 
cafe Beat TRUST] Aaa TATA N 23 N 


II. This Immutable, O Gargi, is never seen 
but is the Witness ; It is never heard, but is the 
Hearer ; It is never thought, but is the Thinker ; 
It is never known, but is the Knower. There is 
no other witness but This, no other hearer but 
This, no other thinker but This, no other knower 
but This. By this Immutable, O Gargi, is the 
(unmanifested) ether pervaded. 

This Immutable, O Gargi, is never seen by any- 
body, not being a sense-object, but is Itself the 


526 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [3.8.11 


Witness, being vision itself. Likewise It ts never 
heard, not being an object of hearing, but ts Itself the 
Hearer, being hearing itself. So also I? is never 
thought, not being an object of the mind, but ts Itself 
the Thinker, being thought itself. Similarly It ts never 
known, not being an object of the intellect, but ts 
Itself the Knower, being intelligence itself. Further, 
there is no other witness but This, the Immutable ; this 
Immutable Itself is everywhere the Witness, the subject 
of vision. Similarly there is no other hearer but This ; 
this Immutable Itself is everywhere the  Hearer. 
There is no other thinker but This ; this Immutable 
Itself is everywhere the Thinker, thinking through all 
minds. There is no other knower but This; this 
Immutable Itself—neither the insentient Pradhàna nor 
anything else—is the Knower, knowing through all 
intellects. By this Immutable, O Gargi, is the (un- 
manifested) ether pervaded. The Brahman which is 
immediate and direct, which is the self within all and 
is beyond the relative attributes of hunger etc., and by 
which the (unmanifested) ether is pervaded, is the 
extreme limit, the ultimate goal, the Supreme 
Brahman, the Truth of truth (the elements) beginning 
with earth and ending with the ether. 


a Aaa, MAT wama ag Gem 
TATA ASTANA; cb Aa qmd 
qazi Safe; qui m ARTTA Il 22 Il 
CASA MATA ii 


I2. She said, ‘Revered Brahmanas, you 
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should consider yourselves fortunate if you can 
get off from him through salutations. Never shall 
any of you beat him in describing Brahman.’ 
Then the daughter of Vacaknu kept silent. 


She said: ‘Revered Brahmanas, listen to my 
words. You should consider yourselves fortunate if 
you can get off from him, Yajnavalkya, through 
salutations, by saluting him. You must never even 
think of defeating him, much less do it. Why? 
Because never shall any of you beat him, Yajnavalkya, 
in describing Brahman. I already said that if he 
answered my two questions, none could beat him. I 
still have the conviction that in describing Brahman 
he has no match.’ Then the daughter of Vacaknu 
kept silent. 


In the section dealing with the Internal Ruler it 
has been said, ‘Whom the earth does not know,’ and 
“Whom no being knows.’ Now what is the similarity 
as well as difference among the Internal Ruler whom 
they do not know, those who do not know Him, and 
the conscious Principle which, being the subject of the 
activities of vision etc. of all things, is spoken of as the 
Immutable? 


Regarding this' some say: The Internal Ruler 
is the slightly agitated state of the ocean of Supreme 
Brahman, the Immutable, which never changes its 
nature. The individual self, which does not know that 


1 Some one-sided views within the Vedáàntic school itself 
are being presented. 
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Internal Ruler, is the extremely agitated state of that 
ocean. They also imagine five! other states of Brah- 
man ; again they maintain that Brahman has eight 
states. Others say that these are but the powers of 
the Immutable, which, according to them, has un- 
limited powers. Still others maintain that these are 
modifications of the Immutable. 

Now the states and powers are inadmissible, for 
the Srutis declare the Immutable to be beyond the 
relative attributes of hunger etc. Certainly one and 
the same thing cannot simultaneously be both beyond 
hunger etc. and subject to those conditions. The 
same argument applies to the Immutable having 
powers, while the flaws in attributing modifications 
and parts to the Immutable have already been pointed 
out in the second chapter (p. 300) Hence all these 
views are wrong. 

What then is the difference among them? It is all 
due to the limiting adjuncts, we reply: intrinsically 
there is neither difference nor identity among them, 
for they are by nature Pure Intelligence, homogeneous 
like a lump of salt. Witness the Sruti texts: ‘Without 
prior or posterior, without interior or exterior' (II. v. 
I9), and 'This self is Brahman' (Ibid.) ; also in the 
Mundaka Upanisad: ‘It includes the interior and 
exterior, and is unborn' (II. i. 2). Therefore the un- 
conditioned Self, being beyond speech and mind, un- 
differentiated and one, is designated as 'Not this, not 
this’; when It has the limiting adjuncts of the body 


! Viz. the individual, species, Viraj, Sūtra and destiny. 
? Viz. the above five together with the Undifferentiated. 
the Witness and the individual self. 
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and organs, which are characterised by ignorance, 
desire and work, It is called the transmigrating 
individual self ; and when the Self has the limiting 
adjunct of the power of (Maya manifesting through) 
eternal and unlimited knowledge, It is called the 
Internal Ruler and Isvara. The same Self as by 
nature transcendent, absolute and pure, is called the 
Immutable and Supreme Self. Similarly, having the 
limiting adjuncts of the bodies and organs of Hiranya- 
garbha, the Undifferentiated, the gods, the species, the 
individual, men, animals, spirits, etc., the Self assumes 
those particular names and forms. Thus have we 
explained this through the Sruti passage: ‘It moves, 
and does not move’ (I$. 5). In this light alone such 
texts as, “This is your self (that is within all)’ (IIT. iv. 
r-2; III. v. 1), ‘He is the inner Self of all beings’ 
(Mu. II. i. 4), ‘This (self) being hidden in all beings,’ 
etc. (Ka. III. 12), ‘Thou art That’ (Ch. VI. viii. 7), 
‘I Myself am all this’ (Ch. VII. xxv. 1), ‘All this is 
but the Self’ (Ibid. 2), and ‘There is no other witness 
but Him’ (III. vii. 23), do not prove contradictory ; 
but in any other view they cannot be harmonised. 
Therefore they differ only because of their limiting 
adjuncts, but not otherwise, for all the Upanisads 
conclude : “One only without a second’ (Ch. VI. ii. 1). 
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SECTION IX 


The Brahman that is within all has been indicated 
by a description of how, in the series of things begin- 
ning with earth ranged according to their density, each 
preceding item is pervaded by the succeeding one. 
And that Brahman has been described as the Ruler of 
the diverse forms of the Sutra (such as earth) which 
are comprised in the differentiated universe, because 
in it the indications of this relation are so much more 
patent. The present section, named after Sakalya, is 
introduced in order to convey the immediacy and 
directness of that Brahman by a reference to the 
contraction and expansion of the different gods who 
are ruled by It. 


a Ba Aarm: amet: anes, nid Sur ata 
aeaafa ; a Bada fafaer RA, «redi qoa- 
aaa fasei—saqe st a ga, TIN a 
aAa; arfafa sara, qup Gun Teu; 
safeimiata ; nfafa grara, RAT Zar arracsayta ; 
cR; fala gar, mea zat cmd. wa 
gfa; nfafa giara, TS EG URP ICE E PIG ERE LIS 
AAR Hara, era WT araaqesafa ; sens vfu ; 
AAA lara, see et urea ; um za. 
aaa Qara, ait ct aaga s a Bal, saga sit a 
Beata ut 
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I. Then Vidagdha, the son of Sakala, asked 
him. “How many gods are there, Yajfiavalkya ?’ 
Yajnavalkya decided it through this (group of 
Mantras known as) Nivid (saying), ‘As many as 
are indicated in the Nivid of the Vi$vadevas— 
three hundred and three, and three thousand and 
three.' ‘Very well,’ said Sakalya, ‘how many 
gods are there, Yajnavalkya?’ ‘Thirty-three.’ 
‘Very well,’ said the other, ‘how many gods are 
there, Yajnavalkya?’ ‘Six.’ ‘Very well’ said 
Sakalya, ‘how many gods are there, Yajia- 
valkya?’ ‘Three.’ ‘Very well,’ said the other, 
‘how many gods are there, Yajfavalkya?’ 
‘Two.’ ‘Very well, said Sakalya, ‘how many 
gods are there, Yàjfüavalkya?' ‘One and a 
half.’ ‘Very well, said the other, “how many 
gods are there, Yajüavalkya?' ‘One.’ ‘Very 
well, said Sakalya, ‘which are those three 
hundred and three and three thousand and 
three ?’ 

Then Vidagdha, the son of Sakala, asked him, 
‘How many gods are there, Yajnavalkya?’ Ydajna- 
valkya decided the number asked for by Sakalya 
through this Nivid that is just going to be mentioned. 
‘As many gods as are indicated in the Nivid of the 
eulogistic hymn on the Visvadevas.’ The Nivid is a 
group of verses giving the number of the gods, which 
are recited in the eulogistic hymn on the Visvadevas. 
‘There are as many gods as are mentioned in that 
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Nivid. Which is that Nivid? The words of that 
Nivid are quoted: ‘Three hundred and three gods, and 
again three thousand and three gods. So many gods 
are there.’ ‘Very well, said Sakalya, ‘you know 
their intermediate number correctly.’ He next asks 
the smaller number of these very gods, ‘How many 
gods are there, Yajnavalkya?’ (Yajfavalkya . answers 
one by one:) Thirty-three, six, three, two, one and a 
half, and one. After asking the larger and the smaller 
number of the gods, he now asks about their identity, 
‘Which are those three hundred and three, and three 
thousand and three?’ 


a gata, afar canada, safarda Su 
zfd waa a safanizf ; ast wen, qms 
wat, Brewer, 8 uf, erm uuu 
sraferisrfer tt 2 N 


2. Yajüavalkya said, ‘These are but the 
manifestations of them, but there are only thirty- 
three gods.’ ‘Which are those thirty-three ?’ 
‘The eight Vasus, the eleven Rudras and the 
twelve Adityas—these are thirty-one, and Indra 
and Prajapati make up the thirty-three.’ 

Yajnavalkya said, ‘These, the three hundred and 
three etc., are but the manifestations of them, the 
thirty-three gods. But really there are only thirty- 
three gods.’ ‘Which are those thirty-three?’ The 
reply is being given: ‘The eight Vasus, the eleven 
Rudras and the twelve Adityas—these are thirty-one, 
and Indra and Prajapati make up the thirty-three.’ 
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mad gaa gea; ere get er apara 
aera Aa exu aa d qu: ; cag 
Oe ad Rahi acres fe tt a N 
3. ‘Which are the Vasus?’ ‘Fire, the 
earth, the air, the sky, the sun, heaven, the 
moon and the stars—these are the Vasus, for in 
these all this is placed ; therefore they are called 
Vasus.' 

‘Which are the Vasus? The identity of each 
group of the gods is being asked. ‘Fire, the earth,’ 
etc.—from fire up to the stars are the Vasus. Trans- 
forming themselves into the bodies and organs of all 
beings, which serve as the support for their work and 
its fruition, as also into their dwelling-places, these 
gods help every being to live, and they themselves live 
too. Because they help others to live, therefore they 
ave called Vasus. 


waa uar aa; gala qus aor, ATARIZ: ; 
a qqrearatirnaigenrcaa Cu, duu- 
ata aenar af up tl 


4. ‘Which are the Rudras?’ ‘The ten 
organs in the human body, with the mind as the 
eleventh. When they depart from this mortal 
body, they make (one’s relatives) weep. Because 
they then make them weep, therefore they are 
called Rudras,’ 

"Which are the Rudras?' ‘The ten sensory and 
motor organs in the human body, with the mind as 
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the eleventh. When they, these organs, depart from 
this mortal body, after a person has completely ex- 
perienced the results of his past work, they make his 
relatives weep. Because they then make them weep 
(Rud), therefore they are called Rudras.’ 


maa Rea aft; gay d THU qoe: 
qa rer, au did amam uer; 8 afud 


eris afa aeara afar t s tt 
5. ‘Which are the Adityas?' ‘The twelve 
months (are parts) of a year; these are the 
Adityas, for they go taking all this with them. 
Because they go taking all this with them, there- 
fore they are called Adityas.’ 

‘Which are the Adityas?' ‘It is well known that 
the twelve months are parts of a year; these ave the 
Adityas. How? For as they rotate they go taking a 
person's longevity and the results of his work with 
them. Because they go taking (Ada) all this with 
them, therefore they are called Adityas.' 


qan pa, waa: amaA; eque, 
qw: aaa Rf; naa: aaa; aR A ; 
saM ag ala; aa à thé N 


6. ‘Which is Indra, and which is Prajā- 
pati?’ ‘The cloud is Indra, and the sacrifice is 
Prajapati.’ ‘Which is the cloud?’ ‘Thunder 
(strength).’ ‘Which is the sacrifice?’ ‘Animals.’ 
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‘Which is Indra, and which ts Prajapat?' ‘The 
cloud is Indra, and the sacrifice is Praja@pati.’ ‘Which 
is the cloud?’ ‘Thunder,’ i.e. vigour or strength, 
which kills others ; that is Indra, for it is his function. 
‘Which is the sacrifice?’ ‘Animals,’ for they are the 
means of a sacrifice. Because a sacrifice has no form 
of its own and depends on its means, the animals, 
therefore they are called sacrifice. 


man sfefa, afasa ght a an emend 


agora diva, us wz, us m aa SR uu 

7. ‘Which are the six (gods)?' ‘Fire, the 
earth, the air the sky, the sun and heaven— 
these are the six. Because all those (gods) are 
(comprised in) these six.’ 

‘Which are the six (gods)?' The same gods, fire 
and the rest, that are classed as Vasus, leaving out the 
moon and the stars, become six in number. ‘Because 
all those (thirty-three and other gods) that have been 
spoken of are these six.' In other words, the Vasus 
and others that have been enumerated as details are 
included in these six. 


man m wer Far gla, xu uq wal ater, 
ag gia ad Gur rfr; want at at aarfafa, 
ad aa masafa, eter eft, asd qaa 
aft nen 


8. ‘Which are the three gods?’ ‘These 
three worlds, because in these all those gods 
are comprised.’ ‘Which are the two gods?’ 
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‘Matter and the vital force." ‘Which are the 
one and a half?' ‘This (air) that blows.’ 

‘Which are the three gods?’ ‘These three worlds.” 
The earth and fire taken together make one god, the 
sky and air make another, and heaven and the sun 
make a third : these are the three gods. Because in 
these three gods all the gods are comprised, therefore 
these are the three gods ; this is the view of a certain 
section of philologists. ‘Which are the two gods?” 
‘Matter and the vital force' —these are the two gods ; 
that is to say, these include all the gods that have been 
enumerated. ‘Which are the one and a half? ‘This 
air that blows.’ 


AZIZ, WIN Gde Gad, ser SROTHTH ala ; 
qafentad ainara, laTar IA da umt 2a 
afa ; stor afa, @ sar ARTTA t 8 tt 


O0. ‘Regarding this some say, ‘‘Since the 
air blows as one substance, how can it be one and 
a half?’’ It is one and a half because through 
its presence all this attains surpassing glory.’ 
"Which is the one god?’ ‘The vital force 
(Hiranyagarbha) ; it is Brahman, which is called 
Tyat (that).’ 

“Regarding this some say in objection, ''Since the 
air blows as one substance. how can it be one and a 
half?" It is one and a half because through its 
presence all this attains surpassing glory.’ ‘Which is 
the one god?’ ‘The vital force ; it, the vital force, is 


1 The vital force in its cosmic aspect, or Hiranyagarbha, 
is meant. So also in the next paragraph. 
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Brahman, for it is vast, being the sum total of all the 
gods. And this Brahman is called Tyat (that), which 
is a word denoting remoteness. Thus the gods are one 
as well as many. The infinite number of gods are 
included in the limited number mentioned in the Nivid ; 
these again are included in the successive (smaller) 
numbers, thirty-three and so on, up to the one vital 
force. It is this one vital force which expands into all 
those numbers up to the infinite. Thus the vital force 
alone is one and infinite as well as possessed of the 
intermediate numbers. That this one god, the vital 
force, has different names, forms, activities, attributes 
and powers is due to individual differences of quali- 
fication.! 


Now eight other forms of that same vital force 
which is a form of Brahman are being set forth: 


ga «euren, scm, sare, di 
d d get aradan: quan, a d gar 
RITE p ar ag d que Gaderer: quu 
AAT ; A UND] MAT: quu: AIT, TTT MFA ; 
eT ar aate ; scere eara il go Il 
IO. ‘He who knows that being whose abode 
is the earth, whose instrument of vision is fire, 
whose light is the Manas, and who is the ulti- 


mate resort of the entire body and organs, knows 
truly, O Yajfavalkya.' ‘I know that being of 


1 People perform different kinds of meditation and rites. 
and acquire different grades of mental culture, thereby attain- 
ing identity with fire etc. which are all parts of the cosmic 
vital force. Hence the above differences. 
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whom you speak—who is the ultimate resort of 
the entire body and organs. It is the being who 
is identified with the body. Go on, Sakalya.' 
‘Who is his deity (cause)?' ‘Nectar (chyle),’ 
said he. 


He who knows that being or god whose abode is 
the earth, whose instrument of vision ts fire: ‘Loka’ 
here means that through which one sees ; that is to say, 
who sees through fire. Whose light is the Manas, who 
considers the pros and cons of a thing through the 
Manas. In other words, this god has the earth for his 
body and fire for his eye, weighs things through the 
mind, identifies himself with the earth, and is possessed 
of a body and organs. And who is the ultimate resort 
of the entire body and organs. The idea is this: As 
the skin, flesh and blood derived from the mother, 
which stand for the field, he is the ultimate resort of 
the bone, marrow and sperm derived from the father, 
which stand for the seed, as well as of the organs. He 
who knows it as such knows truly, is a scholar. You 
do not know him, Yajnavalkya, but still pose as 
a scholar. This is his idea. 


‘If knowing him confers scholarship, 7 know that 
being of whom you speak—who is the ultimate resort 
of the entire body and organs.’ Then Sakalya must 
have said, ‘If you know that being, tell me what his 
description is.’ ‘Listen what it is,’ says the other, 
‘it is the being who is identified with the body, which 
preponderates in earthy elements, i.e. who is represent- 
ed by the three constituents of the body, or sheaths, as 
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they are called, derived from the mother—that is the 
god about whom you have asked, Sakalya. ‘But there 
is something more to be said about him by way of 
description ; go on, Sakalya, i.e. ask about it.’ Thus 
challenged, he was furious like a goaded elephant and 
said, ‘Who is his deity, the deity of that god identified 
with the body?’ That from which something emanates 
has been spoken of in this section as the deity of that 
thing. ‘Nectar,’ said he. ‘Nectar’ here means chyle, 
or the watery essence of the food that is eaten, which 
produces the blood derived from the mother ; for it 
generates the blood stored in a woman, and this blood 
produces the skin, flesh and blood of the foetus, which 
are the support of its bone, marrow, etc. The 
common portions of the next seven paragraphs need 
no explanation. 


SH UH JATA, eel Gs, set, 
ava d qas Aradan: quan, aa Aizen 
ERFT |a at ae d Get eene quot 
TACT ; A UNA HANA: JEN: A UT:, Sq MEA ; 


aea or ere ; fera ef Hara U RR tt 


II. ‘He who knows that being whose abode 
is lust, whose instrument of vision is the intellect, 
whose light is the Manas, and who is the ultimate 
resort of the entire body and organs, knows 
truly, O Yajfiavalkya.' ‘I know that being of 
whom you speak—-who is the ultimate resort of 
the entire body and organs. It is the being who 
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is identified with lust. Go on, Sakalya.’ ‘Who 
is his deity?! ‘Women,’ said he. 

‘Whose abode ts lust, or the desire for sex 
pleasures ; that is, who has lust as his body. “Whose 
instrument of vision is the intellect, i.e. who sees 
through the intellect. ‘Jt is the being identified with 
lust, and the same in the body as well. ‘Who ts his 
deity?’ ‘Women,’ said hc, for men's desire is inflamed 
through them. 


Saya eA, euam: ata, dt d 
d get fancadenaa aaa, a 4 at 
Sara | Ag at ae d qns QARA: QUIUi 
MANA ; A TATNA JEN: | OT, ATA MRA ; 
aer at gaala ; aealala Dara it 22 N 


12. “He who knows that being whose abode 
is colours, whose instrument of vision is the eye, 
whose light is the Manas, and who is the ultimate 
resort of the entire body and organs, knows 
truly, O Yajnavalkya.’ ‘I know that being of 
whom you speak—who is the ultimate resort of 
the entire body and organs. It is the being who 
is in the sun. Go on, Sakalya.’ ‘Who is his 
deity ?’ ‘Truth (the eye),’ said he. 


‘Whose abode is colours.’ white, black, etc. ‘It 
ts the being who ts in the sun.’ for he is the particular 
effect of all colours.’ ‘Who is his deity?’ ‘Truth,’ 


1 Being produced by them for their own manifestation 
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said he. ‘Truth’ here means the eye, for the sun 
among the gods is the product’ of the eye in one’s 
body. 


AH TE AeA, stra ee, Aatsarfa:, 
dt 4 a get fencadencaa quauu, a a 
afar erma | Ae at ad d quu SEI: 
qami amen; 7 card site: often: qeu a 
UN: Taq mR, ae wt facia, (aw aa 
ETHTSE li 23 tt 


I3. “He who knows that being whose abode 
is the ether, whose instrument of vision is the 
ear, whose light is the Manas, and who is the 
ultimate resort of the entire body and organs, 
knows truly, O Yajnavalkya.’ ‘I know that 
being of whom you speak—who is the ultimate 
resort of the entire body and organs. It is the 
being who is identified with the ear and with the 
time of hearing. Go on, Sakalya.’ ‘Who is 
his deity?’ ‘The quarters,’ said he. 

"Whose abode is the ether,’ etc. ‘It is the being 
who is identified with the ear and particularly with the 
time of hearing. ‘Who is hts deity?” ‘The quarters,’ 
said he, for (the Srutis say) it is from the quarters that 
this particular being within the body is produced. 


aa Wd yeaa, gud ew mestre, at 


1So says the Sruti (e.g. R. X. xc. 13). 
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I4. 'He who knows that being whose abode 
is darkness. whose instrument of vision is the 
intellect, whose light is the Manas, and who is 
the ultimate resort of the entire body and organs, 
knows truly, O Yàjüavalkya.' ‘I know that 
being of whom you speak—who is the ultimate 
resort of the entire body and organs. It is the 
being who is identified with shadow (ignorance). 
Go on, Sakalya.’ “Who is his deity?’ ‘Death,’ 
said he. 

‘Whose abode is darkness’ such as that of the 
night. In the body ‘tt ts the being identified with 
shadow, or ignorance.’ ‘Who is his deity?” ‘Death,’ 
said he. Among the gods this is his cause (according 
to the Srutis). 


sarda TIAA, sudes, Welsdikr. at 
4 d get Aaraiaraa: quam, u 4 aa 
enma | qupd get qe: qu 
qui amet; 2 a get d UU qd 
SIEUT ; cea WD RW , WERE gare I 2% Il 
IS. 'He who knows that being whose abode 
is (particular) colours, whose instrument of vision 


is the eye, whose light is the Manas, and who is 
the ultimate resort of the entire body and organs, 
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knows truly, O Yajfiavalkya.' ‘I know that 
being of whom you speak—who is the ultimate 
resort of the entire body and organs. It is the 
being who is in a looking-glass. Go on, Sakalya.’ 
‘Who is his deity?’ ‘The vital force,’ said he. 

‘Whose abode is colours.” In paragraph 12 colours 
in general were referred to ; but here particular colours, 
those that reflect, are meant. The particular abode ot 
the god who dwells in these colours is reflecting objects 
such as a looking-glass. ‘Who is his deity?’ ‘The 
vital force, said he. That being called reflection 
emanates from the vital force.' 


amg Ta FeAday, Tea ep, nau, at 
A . «€ u 
q d get faareadeqrcaa: quw, a a Afam 
ERR AT at stg A GET deqemc qug 
WUÍ ARTEI ; A UTA FHT: A TT: ATT MFA ; 
TET or Gef ; quor gia Aata tl $5 N | 


I6. 'He who knows that being whose abode 
is water, whose instrument of vision is the 
intellect, whose light is the Manas, and who is 
the ultimate resort of the entire body and organs, 
Knows truly, O Yajüavalkya.' ‘I know that 
being of whom you speak—who is the ultimate 
resort of the entire body and organs. It is the 
being who is in water. Go on, Sakalya.’ ‘Who 
is his deity ?’ ‘Varuna (rain),’ said he. 


1 Being dependent on friction etc., which require 
strength. 
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‘Whose abode is water’ in general. He specially 
lives in the water of reservoirs, wells, tanks, etc. ‘Who 
is his deity?’ ‘Varuna (rain)' Because the water 
that is (drunk and) forms the body comes from rain ; 
it is again the cause of the water of reservoirs etc.! 


Xq ud aera, gud en meae, dt 
3d gei faraderam: cra, a I afer 
marae} ag qp d qud emend: qT- 
qui ARTA ; TOA GANT Get HD UNS, aga 
MRA; ALA Ht Zadta aa AR A xtara Ut V9 tl 


17. ‘He who knows that being whose abode 
is the seed, whose instrument of vision is the 
intellect, whose light is the Manas, and who is 
the ultimate resort of the entire body and organs, 
knows truly, O Yajfavalkya.’ ‘I know that 
being of whom you speak—who is the ultimate 
resort of the entire body and organs. It is the 
being who is identified with the son. Go on, 
S$akalya.' ‘Who is his deity?’ ‘Prajapati (the 
father),' said he. 

"Whose abode is the seed.’ ‘It is the being 
tdentified with the son,’ who is the particular abode 
of the being who inhabits the seed. ‘The being iden- 


tified with the son’ here means the bones, marrow and 
seed derived from the father. ‘Who is his deity?’ 


1 Through the person who digs them. 
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'Prajápati, said he. ‘Prajapati’ here means the father, 
for from him the son is born. 


greta grara areaesa:, cat feafea sm 
ASTTGATTAMATS TAT N RE N 

I8. ‘Sakalya,’ said Yajfiavalkya, ‘have 
these Vedic scholars made you their instrument 
for burning charcoals ?' 

For the sake of meditation one and the same vital 
force has been inculcated in eight different forms ; each 
god having three divisions, viz. abode (general form), 
being (special manifestation) and deity (cause), is but 
a form of the vital force. The text now goes on to 
show how the same vital force, divided into five forms 
according to the different quarters, is unified in the 
mind. When Sakalya kept silent, Yajnavalkya ad- 
dressed him, subjecting him to the spell of an evil 
spirit, as it were.  'Sakalya, said he, ‘have these 
Vedic scholars made you their instrument for burning 
charcoals such as fire-tongs?’ The particle ‘svid’ 
denotes deliberation. He means, ‘They must have 


done so, but you do not perceive that you are being 
consumed by me.’ 


aaa Cara mene, ae Hera 
srrrrercerert:, fi se Rara ; fxiv aq azar: 
anfas fer ; afeen Geor azar: AIST: N LE N 
I9. ‘Yajnavalkya,’ said Sakalya, ‘is it 
because you know Brahman that you have 


thus flouted these Vedic scholars of Kuru and 
Pancala?’ ‘I know the quarters with their 
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deities and supports.' 'If you know the quarters 
with their deities and supports— 

'Yajüavalkya, said Sdkalya, ‘ts tt because you 
know Brahman that you have thus flouted these Vedic 
scholars of Kuru and Pafcala by suggesting that they 
themselves were afraid and made me their fire-tongs?’ 
Yajüavalkya said, ‘This is my knowledge of Brahman 
—what is it?—that I know the quarters, i.e. the medi- 
tation. concerning them ; not the quarters alone, but 
with their presiding deities and supports as well.’ The 
other said, ‘If you know the quarters with their deities 
and supports, i.e. if you say you know the meditation 
with its results— 


da; a ate: after saa cla , aaa ; 
afr cep Akak; «uet aga fü 
garr quur, feng wurfor samet zea 
gia grate, gas fe sari sfa, ea aa arr 
erfer fere fet watt ; ardere N 20 N 


20. 'What deity are you identified with in 
the east?' ‘With the deity, sun.’ 'On what 
does the sun rest?’ ‘On the eye.’ ‘On what 
does the eye rest?’ ‘On colours, for one sees 
colours with the eye.’ ‘On what do colours 
rest?’ ‘On the heart (mind),’ said Yajfiavalkya, 
‘for one knows colours through the heart ; it is 
on the heart that colours rest.’ ‘It is just so, 
Yajfiavalkya.' 

"What deity are yow identified wilh im the east? 
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—what deity have you who are identified with the 
quarters?’  Yajnavalkya, realising his own heart or 
mind—divided in five forms according to the quarters 
and identified with the quarters—and through it the 
whole universe, as his own self, stood facing the east, 
with the conviction that he was the quarters. We 
gather this from his claim that he knew the quarters 
with their supports. Sakalya according to Yājña- 
valkya’s statement asks, ‘What deity are you identi- 
fied with in this quarter?’ Everywhere in the Vedas 
it is stated that in this very life one becomes identified 
with and attains the god one meditates upon. It will 
be stated further on, ‘Being a god, he attains the 
gods’ (IV. i. 2). The idea is this: You are identified 
with the quarters ; who is your presiding deity in the 
east?——as the east, which deity are you united with? 
Yajnavalkya said: ‘With the deity, sun—the sun is 
my deity in the east.’ This is in substantiation of his 
claim that he knew the quarters with their deities ; the 
other part, that relating to their supports, remains to 
be dealt with ; so the text goes on: ‘On what does the 
sun vest?’ ‘On the eye,’ for the Vedic Mantras and 
their explanatory portions—for instance, ‘From the eye 
the sun was produced’ (R. X. xc. 13, etc.) and ‘From 
the eye came the sun’ (Ai. I. 4)—say that the sun is 
produced from the eye that is in the body ; and an 
effect rests on its cause. ‘On what does the eye rest?’ 
‘On colours.” The eye, itself a modification of colours, 
is directed by them so as to perceive them ; it is pro- 
duced by those very colours that direct it to perceive 
them. Therefore the eye, together with the sun, and 
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the east, and all that lie in the east, rests on colours ; 
the entire east, together with the eye, is but colours. 
‘On what do these colours rest?’ ‘On the heart,’ said 
Yajnavalkya. Colours are made by the heart ; it is 
the heart that is transformed into them, ‘for everybody 
knows colours through the heart.’ ‘Heart’ here refers 
to the intellect and Manas taken together (i.e. mind). 
Therefore ‘it 1s on the heart that colours rest.’ The 
idea is that since one remembers colours, lying as 
impressions, through the heart, therefore colours rest 
on the heart. ‘Jt is just so, Yajnavalkya.’ 


(anat seat qieaurrart Rada ; amaa efe ; 
Hum: sasa eft; age, ftue ae: 
sfefaa fet; aferorariafa ; fene afer R- 
ad, sai, uar da statist qt 
aret, tara aa afer sfafgafa , neg svat 
qr ; mar à Cara, cata ie stat seme, 
gq da sar sewer aad, qanmdaum- 
qe ua? I 

21. 'What deity are you identified with in 
the south?’ ‘ With the deity, Yama (the god of 
justice). ' ‘On what does Yama rest?’ ' On the 
sacrifice.’ “On what does the sacrifice rest?' 

‘On the remuneration (of the priests). ‘On 

what does the remuneration rest?’ ‘ On faith, 

because whenever a man -has faith, he gives 
remuneration to the priests; therefore it is on 


faith that the remuneration rests.’ ‘On what 
does faith rest?’ ‘On the heart,’ said Yājña- 


3.9.22] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 549 


valkya, ‘for one knows faith through the heart; 
therefore it is on the heart that faith rests.’ ‘It 
is just so, Yajfiavalkya.’ 

‘What deity are you identified with in the south?’ 
etc., should be explained as before: Who is your 
deity in the south? ‘With the deity, Yama—I am the 
south, and Yama is my deity.’ ‘On what does Yama 
rest?’ ‘On the sacrifice? Yama together with the 
south rests on the sacrifice, his cause. How can Yama 
be the effect of a sacrifice? This is being answered: 
The priests officiate in the sacrifice. and the sacrificer 
redeems it from them by means of the remuneration, 
and wins the south together with Yama through that 
sacrifice. Hence Yama, being its effect, rests on the 
sacrifice, together with the south. ‘On what does the 
sacrifice rest?’ ‘On the remuneration (of the priests).’ 
The sacrifice is redeemed through the remuneration ; 
therefore it is the effect of the remuneration. ‘On what 
does the remuneration rest? ‘On faith.’ ‘Faith’ 
means liberality—faith in the Vedas coupled with devo- 
tion. How does the remuneration rest on faith? 
“Because whenever a man has fatth, he gives remunera- 
‘tion to the priests ; if he has no faith, he does not give 
it. Therefore it is on faith that the remuneration rests.’ 
“On what does faith rest?’ ‘On the heart? sad 
Yajnavalkya, ‘faith is a modification of the heart, for 
one knows faith through the heart, and a modification 
rests on that which has it ; therefore tt is on the heart 
that faith rests.’ ‘It is just so, Yajnavalkya.’ 


fatatiseat scteat fasucita , aengaa ef ; 
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a aan: aferenfefga ef, afteafa , eene: 
qaa af ; tafe ; afeneg Ya: adafa ; 
gau fa, aeng fÀ ài sem: gaara WU, 
gaara fafaa rà, cat da a: fga nafa ; 
qe RITE d 3R N 


22. ' What deity are you identified with in 
the west?’ ‘ With the deity, Varuna (the god 
of rain).’ ‘On what does Varuna rest?’ ‘On 
water.’ ‘On what does water rest?’ ‘On the 
seed.” ‘On what does the seed rest?’ ‘On the 
heart. Therefore do they say of a new-born 
child who closely resembles (his father), that he 
has sprung from (his father’s) heart, as it were— 
that he has been made out of (his father’s) heart, 
as it were. Therefore it is on the heart that the 
seed rests.’ ‘It is just so, Yajnavalkya.’ 


‘What deity are you identified with in the west?" 
"With the deity, Varuna—Varuna is my presiding deity 
in that direction.’ ‘On what does Varuna rest?’ ‘On 
water,’ for Varuna is the effect of water. Witness the- 
Srutis, ‘Faith is water’ (Tai. S. I. vi. 8. 1), and ‘From 
faith he created Varuna.’ ‘On what does water rest?’ 
‘On the seed,’ for the Sruti says, ‘From the seed was 
water created’ (cf. Ai. I. i. 4). ‘On what does the 
seed vest?’ ‘On the heart,’ because the seed is the 
effect of the heart. Lust is a modification of the heart, 
for the seed issues from the heart of a man under its 
influence.. ‘Therefore do they say of a new-born child, 
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who closely resembles (his father), that he has sprung 
from his father’s heart, as it were, that he has been 
made out of (his father’s) heart, as it were, as an ear- 
ring is made out of gold. Therefore it ts on the heart 
that the seed rests.’ ‘It is just so, Yajnavalkya.’ 


fitamseagqh=a i Raa; etae cf& , 
a aia: naaa zia ; dearnfata ; ehfeneg 
dir mfalBafea ; aa fa, amd divin: 
aed aafa, aed aa den sfaisala ; eene ac 
ofiigatafa , gga xia Aaa, gau f aei 
am, ga aa acd aa sedia; uada- 
AUMAIA 3 


23. ‘What deity are you identified with in 
the north?’ ‘ With the deity, Soma (the moon 
and the creeper)’ ‘On what does Soma rest?’ 
‘On initiation.’ ' On what does initiation rest?’ 
‘On truth. Therefore do they say to one ini- 
tiated, ‘‘ Speak the truth ’’; for it is on truth that 
initiation rests.’ ‘On what does truth rest?’ 
‘On the heart, said Ydajnavalkya, ‘for one 
knows truth through the heart; therefore it is on 
the heart that truth rests.’ ‘It is just so, 
Yajnavalkya.’ 

‘What deity are you identified with in the north?’ 
‘With the deity, Soma.’ ‘Soma’ here means both 
moon and creeper. ‘On what does Soma rest?’ ‘On 
initiation,’ for the initiated sacrificer purchases the 
Soma creeper, and sacrificing with that creeper along 
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with meditation, attains (his identity with) the north, 
presided over by the moon and named after her. ‘On 
what does initiation rest?’ ‘On truth.’ How? Because 
initiation rests on truth, ‘therefore do they say to one 
initiated: Speak the truth,’ lest the cause being spoilt, 
the effect also be spoilt. Therefore ‘tt is om truth that 
initiation rests.’ ‘On what does truth rest?’ ‘On the 
heart,’ said Yàjfiavalkya, ‘for one knows truth through 
the heart ; therefore it is on the heart that truth rests.’ 
‘It is just so, Yajnavalkya.’ 


tasai warai Ra; aaa xia; 
asf: afarafafea Ra; ama afe ara 
sfafgafa ; gaa ra, «fw ggd Afda- 
fafa 22 0 


24. ‘What deity are you identified with in 
the fixed direction (above)?’ ‘ With the deity, 
fire.’ ‘On what does fire rest?’ ‘On speech.’ 
‘On what does speech rest?’ ‘On the heart.’ 
“Qn what does the heart rest ?' 

"What deity are you identified with in the fixed 
direction?’ Being the same to all who dwell round 
Mount Meru,’ the direction overhead is called the 
fixed direction. ‘With the deity, fire, for overhead 
there is more light, and fire is luminous. ‘On what 


1 See footnote on p. 49. The directions east, west, etc.. 
vary according to the relative position of the dwellers around 
this mountain, the east being that in which they see the sun 
rise. But the direction overhead is obviously constant to all 
of them. 


3.9.25] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 553 


does firc rest?’ ‘On speech. ‘On what does speech 
vest?’ ‘On the heart.’ Now Yajüavalkya, through his 
heart extending in all directions, has realised all the 
quarters as his own self; the quarters, with their 
deities and supports, are a part and parcel of him, and 
he is identified with name, colour (form) and action. 
Of these, colour together with the east is one with his 
heart. Mechanical rites, the act of procreation and 
rites combined with meditation, representing the south, 
west and north respectively, together with their results 
and presiding deities, are likewise unified in his heart. 
And all names together with the overhead direction 
also reach his heart through speech. The whole uni- 
verse is comprised in these ; colour (form), action and 
name ; and all these are but (modifications of) the heart. 
Therefore Sakalya asks about the heart, which is the 
embodiment of everything: ‘On what does the heart 
rest?” 


aelgata sara aa, aaqeasedca- 
aÀ, qadagan, aa Aaga, watfa 
gaa A it 2% I 


25. ' You ghost," said Yajnavalkya, ' when 
you think the heart is elsewhere than in us, 
(then the body is dead). Should it be elsewhere 
than in us, dogs would eat this body, or birds 
tear it to pieces."? 

‘You ghost, said Yàjfüavalkya, addressing him by 
a different name, ‘when you think the heart, or the 


1 Lit. that which vanishes at day-time. 
2 Lit. churn it. 
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mind, which is the self! of the body, ts elsewhere than 
in us, (then the body is dead). Should it be elsewhere 
than in us, dogs would then eat this body, or birds 
tear it to pieces. Therefore the heart rests on me, i.e. 
the body’—this is the idea. The body also, as consist- 
ing of name, colour (form) and action, rests on the 
heart. 


sfr ed arm a siegt ea xfer; nra efa , 
mmg art: sfatsa xfa , aaa get; piene: 
dha sla ; sata gf; fene cara: salga fu ; 
sara f; neaga: aSa xf; aan fe, 
a uw aff Senenr aga aR gun, est az 
gaa, sag erfü asad, ofer a saaa, a fevafat i 
qarana, au] ART, aut ar, AN quur; 
a magenta ayer, d cdluiaud 
gaa ger; d am a Raefa, qat og 
fanfavadtfa iga AA umen; aa og qui 
Auna, aia grea Raseena- 
TAT: NRE N 

26. ‘On what do the body and the heart’ 
rest?’ ‘On the Prana.’ ‘On what does the 
Prana rest?’ ‘On the Apana.' ‘On what does 
the Apana rest?’ 'On the Vyana.’ ‘On what 
does the Vyana rest? ‘On the Udana.’ ‘On 


what does the Udana rest?’ ' On the Samana.’ 
This self is That which has been described as 


! Jn a figurative sense _ 
? Lit. you and (your) self. 
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‘Not this, not this.’ It is imperceptible, for It 
is never perceived; undecaying, for It never 
decays; unattached, for It is never attached; 
unfettered—It never feels pain, and never suffers 
injury. ' These are the eight abodes, the eight 
instruments of vision, the eight deities and the 
eight beings. I ask you of that Being who is 
to be known only from the Upanisads, who 
definitely projects those beings and (again) with- 
draws them into Himself, and who is at the same 
time transcendent. If you cannot clearly tell me 
of Him, your head shall fall off.’ Sakalya did 
not know Him; his head fell off; and robbers 
snatched away his bones, mistaking them for 
something else. | 


“You have stated that the body and the heart— 
the effect and the instrument—rest on each other. I 
therefore ask you: On what do the body and the 
heart rest?’ ‘On the Prana’: The body and the mind 
rest on the force called Prana.! ‘On what does the 
Prana rest?’ ‘On the Apana’: That force called 
Prana would go out (through the mouth and nostrils), 
were it not held back by the force called Apana. ‘On 
what does the Apāna rest?’ ‘On the Vyàna' : That 
force called Apàna would also depart (through the lower 
orifice) as the Prana would (through the mouth and 
nostrils), were they not both held back by the force 


1 For the functions of these see commentary on I. v. 3. 
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called Vyàna, which occupies an intermediate position. 
‘On what does the Vyàna rest?’ ‘On the Udana' : All 
the three forces would go out in all directions, were 
they not fixed, as to a post, to the Udana. ‘On what 
does the Udāna rest?’ ‘On the Samana,’ for all these 
forces rest on the Samana. The idea is this: The body, 
mind and the vital forces are interdependent and work 
together as an orderly aggregate, dominated by the 
purpose of the individual self. Now that transcendent 
Brahman, which is immediate and direct, by which all 
these up to the ether are regulated, on which they rest, 
and by which they are pervaded, has to be described. 
Hence the text goes on: 


This self is That which has been described in the 
Madhukanda! as ‘Not this, not this’ (II. iii. 6). It is 
imperceptible, not perceivable. How? Because It is 
beyond the characteristics of effects, therefore It is im- 
perceptible. Why? For It is never perceived. Only a 
differentiated object, which is within the range of the 
organs, can be perceived ; but the Self is the opposite 
of that. Similarly undecaying. What is gross and 
made up of parts decays, as for instance the body ; 
but the Self is the opposite of that ; hence It never 
decays. Likewise unattached. A gross object, being 
related to another gross object, is attached to it ; but 
the Self is the opposite of that; hence It is never 
attached. Similarly unfettered, or free. Whatever is 
gross becomes bound ; but It, being the opposite of 
that, is free, and for that reason mever feels pain. 
Hence also It never suffers injury. Being beyond 


1 Consisting of chapters I and II. 
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such characteristics of effects as perception, decay, 
attachment and bondage. It never suffers injury, in 
other words, is never destroyed. 

The Sruti, out of eagerness, has set aside the order 
(of the dialogue), stepped out of the story and 
described in its own form the Being who is to be 
known only from the Upanisads. Then it resumes the 
garb of the story and says (through Yajnavalkya): 
These are the eight abodes, described above (in para- 
graphs 10 to 17) in the words. ‘Whose abode is the 
earth,’ etc.; the eight instruments of vision, fire etc.; 
the eight deities, referred to in, ' "Nectar (chyle),’’ 
said he,’ etc. (par. 10); the etght beings, mentioned in, 
‘The being who is identified with the body’ (Ibid.), 
etc. I ask you, who are proud of your learning, of 
that Being devoid of hunger etc. who is to be known 
only from the Upanisads, and through no other means 
of knowledge, who definitely projects those beings, 
those identified with the body etc., divided into eight 
groups of four items! each, so as to constitute the 
universe as it is, and (again) withdraws them through 
the east etc. into Himself, i.e. into the heart (mind), 
and who is at the same time transcendent, beyond the 
attributes of the limiting adjuncts such as identifica- 
tion with the heart. If you cannot clearly tell me of 
Him, your head shall fall off, said Yajnavalkya. 
Sakalya did not know that Being who is to be known 
only from the Upanisads ; his head fell off. The story 
is ended. 'Sakalya did not know Him,' etc., is the 
narration of the Sruti. 


1 The abode, the instrument of vision, the light and the 
deity. 
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Further, robbers snatched away even his bones 
as they were being carried to his home by his dis- 
ciples for the funeral rites—why?—muistaking them for 
something else, viz. treasure under tramsport. A 
previous anecdote is here referred to. In (Book XI of 
the Satapatha Brahmana entitled) the  Astadhyai! 
there occurs a dialogue between Yajfiavalkya and 
Sákalya with a similar ending. There Yajüavalkya 
gave a curse: ‘ ''You shall die in an unholy place at 
an inauspicious time, and even your bones shall not 
reach home." He died exactly like that ; and robbers 
seized his bones too, mistaking them for something 
else' ($. XI. vi. 3. x1). The moral of the story is that 
one should not be disrespectful, but rather obedient to 
a true knower of Brahman. That story is here referred 
to in order to teach conduct and also to extol the 


knowledge of Brahman. 


How can that Brahman which has been indicated 
as 'Not this, not this' by the elimination of everything 
else, be positively indicated? In order to answer this, 
as also to state the cause of the universe, the Sruti 
again resorts to the story. The point of the story is 
that one should take away cattle by defeating Vedic 
scholars who do not truly know Brahman. In view 
of the customary procedure? Yajnavalkya said: 


aa Aara, ATT TA ata: RT a HT 
Tq, «d AW HI gosd, ar word d ww 


ł It treats of rituals and is so named because it consists 


of eight chapters. 
? That things belonging to Brahmanas must not be taken 


without their consent. ; 
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geatfa, qatara: Gearitfa, Ae mam a 
ZTS: Il 99 Il 


27. Then he said, ' Revered Brahmanas, 
whichsoever amongst you wishes may ask me 
questions, or all of you may. Or I shall ask 
questions of whichsoever amongst you wishes, or 
ask all of you. The Brahmanas did not dare. 


Then, after the Brahmanas were silent, he said, 
addressing them, ‘Revered Brahmanas, whichsoever 
amongst you wishes to ask me questions, may come 
forward and ask me questions, or all of you may. Or 
I shall ask questions of whichsoever amongst you 
wishes that I should ask him, or ask all of you.’ The 
Brahmanas, even though thus addressed, did not dare 
to give any reply whatsoever. 


ava Bd: ana: ques— 
an TAY TALTAAAT JSA i 
ere orarfa quiet, carentcarsanr ate: utl 


28. He asked them through these verses: 


(x) As a large tree, so indeed is a man. 
(This is) true. His hair is its leaves, his skin its 
outer bark. 


When the Brahmanas were silent, he asked them 
through the following verses: As in the world is a 
large tree—the word ‘Vanaspati’ qualifies the word 
'tree'——so indeed is à man. This is true. His hair ts 
its leaves : A man's hair corresponds to the leaves af 
a tree. His skin is tts outer bark. 
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eta TTE siu quie, equ seu: 11 


aeaaaee Tay JATEA Il R au 

(2) It is from his skin that blood flows, and 
from the bark sap. Therefore when a man is 
wounded, blood flows, as sap from a tree that is 
injured. 

It is from a man’s skin that blood flows, and it 
is from the bark of a large tree that sap exudes. Since 
a man and a large tree thus resemble each other in 
all respects, therefore when a man is wounded, blood 
flows, as sap from a tree that ts injured or cut. 


naaa nnar, feat ara, afeeeraz ti 
ACHATATA FHT, AST ASITAT SAT i 3 I 

(3) His flesh is its inner bark, and his sinews 
its innermost layer of bark; it is tough. His 
bones lie under, as does its wood; his marrow is 
comparable to its pith. 

Similarly a man's flesh ts the inner bark of a 
large tree. A man’s sinews are the innermost layer of 
bark in a tree, that layer which is under the inner bark 
and attached to the wood ; it is tough, or strong, like 
the sinews. A man’s bones lie under the sinews ; 
similarly under the innermost bark is the wood. A 
man’s marrow 1s comparable to the pith of a large tree. 
There is no difference between the two ; they resemble 
each other. 


amat TIN Dela Faraqat: qu i 
Hed: Rare quor: KEATS i 9 I 
(4) If a tree, after it is felled, springs again 
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from its root in a newer form, from what root 
does man spring forth after he is cut off by 
death ? 


If a tree, after it is felled, springs again from its 
root in a newer form, etc. We have seen that previous 
to this feature there was complete similarity between 
a tree and a man. We notice, however, this peculiarity 
in a tree that it springs again after it is felled, while we 
do not see that a man cut off by death springs forth 
again. But there must be a renascence from some 
source. Therefore I ask you, from what root does man 
spring forth after he ts cut off. by death? In other 
words, whence is a dead man reborn? 


rae fer at eere, sfierereeremsmaa i 


WIWTGE KW SD PASI Pe TTT: N 4 A 


(5) Do not say, 'From the seed,' (for) it is 
produced in a living man. A tree springs also 
from the seed; after it is dead it certainly springs 
again (from the seed as well). 


If you say that he springs from the seed, do not 
say (so), you should not say so. Why? Because the 
seed i8 produced in a living man, not in a dead man. 
A tree springs also from the seed, not from the trunk 
only.—The particle ‘iva’ is expletive.—A large tree, 
after it is dead, certainly springs again from the seed 
as well. 


VASAT Ta A qeu d 
net FETE vro womquisitft a 4 a 
3 


562 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD — (3.9.28.6 


(6) If a tree is pulled out with its root, it 
no more sprouts, From what root does a. mortal 
spring forth after he is cut off by: death? 


It a tree is pulled out with its root or its seed, it 
no more sprouts. Therefore I ask you about the root 
of the whole universe: From what root does a mortal 
spring forth after he ts cut off by death? 


sa US ; F, Had, Heat MANJA: tl 
Ramar sur, Uig: TOATA, 
garen afa KA us Il RN 
afar aai mana, tl aft gitta: i 


(7) If you think he is ever born, I say, 
no, he is again born. Now who should again 
bring him forth ?—Knowledge, Bliss, Brahman, 
the supreme goal of the distributor of wealth as 
well as of him who has realised Brahman and 
lives in It. 


If you think he is ever born, and there is nothing 
more .to ask about him—a question about birth is 
possible only of one who is yet to be born, andfnot of 
one who is already born ; but a man is ever born, so 
no question about his birth is admissible—7 say, mo. 
What happens then? After death he is again born of 
a certainty, for otherwise you would be assuming that 
a man reaps the fruits of actions that he has never 
done, and fails to obtain those of actions he has 
actually done. So I ask you, who should again bring 
him, the dead man, forth ? | . 4 
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The Brahmanas did not know that: that root of 
the universe out of which the dead man is again born 
was unknown to them. Hence, being the best of the 
knowers of Brahman, Yajfavalkva defeated the Brah- 
manas and took away the cows. The story is finished. 
The Sruti in its own form now tells us of the root of 
the universe, about which Yaàjüavalkya asked the 
Brahmanas, and gives the words that directly describe 
Brahman: Knowledge, or Pure Intelligence, which is 
also Bliss, not smitten with pain like sense-perception, 
but serene. beneficent, matchless, spontaneous, ever 
content and homogeneous. What is that? Brahman, 
which has both the characteristics (Knowledge and 
Pliss). The supreme goal, or the bestower of the fruits 
ot actions, of the distributor of wealth, i.e. of the 
sacrificer who engages in rites—the word ‘Rati’ (wealth) 
has a possessive force—as well as the supreme goal of 
him who has realised Brahman and lives in It, having 
renounced all desires and doing no (ritualistic) work. 


Here is something to discuss. The word ‘bliss’ is 
generally known to denote pleasure ; and here we find 
the word ‘bliss’ used as an epithet of Brahman in the 
expression ‘Bliss, Brahman.’ Elsewhere in the Srutis 
too we have: ‘He knew bliss to be Brahman’ (Tai. 
III. 6), ‘Knowing the bliss of Brahman’ (Tai. II. 7), 
‘If this Supreme’ Self were not ‘bliss’ (Tai. II. 7), 
‘That which is infinite is bliss’ (Ch. VII. xxiii. r), 
‘This is its supreme bliss,’ etc. (IV. iii. 32). The word 
‘bliss’ is also commonly known to refer to pleasure that 
is cognised. The use of the word 'bliss' in the above 
quotations would be justified if the bliss of Brahman 
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be an object of cognition. It may be urged: On the. 
authority of the Srutis, Brahman :s bliss that is 
cognised ; so what is there to discuss? The reply is: 
Not so, for we notice Sruti texts that are contradictory. 
It is true that in the Srutis the word ‘bliss’ refers to 
Brahman ; but there is also the negation of knowledge 
when there is oneness. For example: ‘But when to 
the knower of Brahman everything has become the 
Self, then what should one see and through what, . . 
what should one know and through what?’ (II. vi. 14 ; 
IV. v. 15), ‘Where one sees nothing else, hears nothing 
else, knows nothing else, that is the infinite’ (Ch. VII. 
xxiv. 1), ‘Being fully embraced by the Supreme Self, 
he knows neither anything outside of himself,' etc. 
(IV. iii. 21). Therefore on account of the contradictory 
Sruti texts a discussion is necessary. Hence we should 
discuss in order to ascertain the true meaning of the 
Vedic passages. Moreover, there is a divergence of 
opinion among the advocates of liberation. The 
Samkhya and Vaisesika schools, for instance, while 
believing in liberation, hold that there is no joy to be 
cognised in it, thus differing from others, who main- 
tain that there is surpassing joy in it, known only to 
the person concerned. 

Now what is the correct position? 

Prima facie view: There is jóy to be cognised 
in liberation, for the Srutis mention bliss etc. with 
regard to it, as in the following passages: ‘Laughing 
(or eating), playing and enjoying' (Ch. VIII. xii. 3), 
'If he desires to attain the world of the Manes, (by his 
mere wish they appear)’ (Ch. VIII. ii. 1), ‘That which 
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knows things in a general’ and particular way’ (Mu. 
I. i. 9 and II. ii. 7), ‘Enjoys all desires,’ etc. (Tai. 
II. v. 1). 

Objection - But is not knowledge impossible when 
there is oneness, since the different factors of an action 
are then absent? Every action depends on a number 


of factors, and cognition too is an action. 


Tentative answer: The objection does not hold. 
On the authority of the Srutis we must admit that 
there is knowledge of the bliss of Brahman. We have 
already said that such Sruti texts as, ‘Knowledge, 
Bliss,’ etc., would be meaningless if the bliss itself were 
incapable of being cognised. 

Objection: But even a scriptural text cannot 
make fire cold or water hot, for these texts are merely 
informative. They cannot tell us that in some other 
country fire is cold, or that in some inaccessible country 
water is hot. 


Tentative answer: Not so, for we observe bliss 
and knowledge in the individual self. Texts such as, 
‘Knowledge, Bliss,’ etc., do not convey a meaning that 
clashes with perception and other means of knowledge, 
as for instance the sentence, ‘Fire is cold,’ does. On 
the contrary, we feel their agreement with them. One 
directly knows the self to be blissful, as when one feels, 
‘I am happy.’ So the agreement in question with 
perception etc. is quite clear. Therefore Brahman, 
which is bliss, being knowledge as well, knows Itself. 
Thus would the Sruti texts cited above, viz. ‘Laughing 
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(or eating), playing, enjoying,' etc., which prove the 
existence of bliss in the Self, be found to be consistent. 

Advattin’s reply : You are wrong, for there can 
be no knowledge in the absence of the body and organs. 
Absolute separation from the body is liberation, and 
when there is no body there can be no organs, for they 
will have no support. Hence too there will be no 
knowledge, there being no body and organs. If knowl- 
edge cduld arise even in the absence of the body and 
organs, there would be no necessity for any one to. 
possess them. Moreover (if Brahman as Knowledge 
Absolute cognises the bliss in liberation), it will contra- 
dict the oneness of Brahman. 

Objection: Suppose we say that the Supreme 
Brahman, being eternal Knowledge, ever knows Itself 
as Bliss Absolute? 

Reply : No, (this has just been answered). Even 
the man under bondage, when freed from relative 
existence, would regain his real nature (Brahman). 
(So the same argument would apply to him also.) 
Like a quantity of water thrown into a tank, he does 
not retain a separate existence so as to know the 
blissful Brahman. Hence, to say that the liberated 
man knows the blissful Self is meaningless. If, on the 
other hand, the liberated man, being different from 
Brahman, : knows the bliss of Brahman and the indi- 
vidual self as, ‘I am the Bliss Absolute,’ then the 
oneness of Brahman is contradicted, which would be 
against all Srutis ; and there is no third alternative. 
Moreover, if Brahman ever knows Its own bliss, it is 


! By making It both subject and e 
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superfluous to distinguish between awareness and un- 
awareness. If It is constantly aware of this bliss, then 
that is Its nature ; hence there is no sense in maintain- 
ing that It cognises Its own bliss. Such a view would 
be tenable if ever there was the possibility of Its not 
knowing that bliss, as for instance a man knows him- 
self and another (by an act of will). There is certainly 
no sense in distinguishing between a state of awareness 
and one of unawareness in the case of a man whose 
mind is uninterruptedly absorbed in an arrow, for 
instance. If, on the other hand, Brahman or the Self 
is supposed to be knowing Its bliss interruptedly, then 
in the intervals when It does not cognise Itself, It must 
know something else?; and the Self would become 
changeful, which would make It non-permanent. 
Hence the text, ‘Knowledge, Bliss,’ etc., must be inter- 
preted as setting forth the nature of Brahman, and not 
signifying that the bliss of the Self is cognised. 

Objection If this bliss is not cognised, such 
Sruti texts as ‘Laughing (or eating), playing,’ etc., 
will be contradicted. 

. Reply - No, for such texts only describe actions 
happening normally, because of the identity of the 
liberated man with all (infinite existence). That is to 
Say, since the liberated man is identified with all, there- 
fore wherever we observe the laughing etc.—in the 
Yogins or in the gods—the Srutis merely describe them 


1 And thereby become finite and mortal (Ch. VII xxiv. 
1), or else become unconscious. 
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as they are with regard to the liberated man, simply 
on account of his identity with all. It is but a 
eulogy on liberation, which is synonymous with such 
identity. 

Objection: If those passages merely describe 
what happens normally, then there is the chance of 
the liberated man's being affected by misery also. It, 
in other words, he partakes of the laughing etc., 
happening normally to the Yogins and others, he may 
also suffer the misery that (plants and other) stationary 
existences experience. 

Reply: No, all these objections have already 
(p. 306) been refuted on the ground that the distinc- 
tions of happiness, misery, etc., are but superimposed 
by the delusion created by contact with the limiting 
adjuncts, the body and organs, which are the products 
of name and form. We have also stated the respective 
spheres. of the apparently contradictory Sruti texts 
(p. 393). Hence all passages containing the word 
‘bliss’ should be interpreted like the sentence, ‘This is 
its supreme bliss' (IV. iii. 32). 


CHAPTER IV 
SECTION I 


The relation of this and the next section to the 
preceding one is as follows: There a Being, to be 
known only from the. Upanisads, has been described as 
‘Not this, not this,’ who projects eight beings, viz. the 
one identified with the body and the rest, and with- 
draws them into the heart (mind), again projects them 
in five forms according to the quarters and withdraws 
them into the heart, then unifies both heart and body, 
which depend on each other, in the Sütra, the being 
identified with the universe, also called Samana, with 
its fivefold function such as the Pràna, and who 
transcends the being identified with the universe with 
his three states—the body, heart and Sütra. The same 
Being has been described both directly and as the 
material cause of the universe in the words, 'Knowl- 
edge, Bliss,' etc. (III. ix. 28. 7). Some more instruc- 
tion about Him has to be given by a reference to the 
deities, that of speech and the rest. Hence this and 
the next section are being introduced in order to 
furnish another means of doing this. The story is 
meant to show the custom to be observed on such 
occasions. 


%| sr x GCSE, SUIX HINUUOWN 
WHATS | a Clara, aaar anna: qt- 
won, woqrariatfa i swala emm Greve utt 
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1. Om. Janaka, Emperor of Videha, took 
his seat, when there came Yajfiavalkya. Janaka 
said to him, ' Yàjüavalkya, what has brought 
you here? To have some animals, or to hear 
some subtle questions asked?’ ‘Both, O 
Emperor,’ said Yajnavalkya. 


Janaka, Emperor of Videha, took his seat, i.e. 
gave audience to those who wanted to see him, when 
there came Ydajfavalkya, either to have or maintain 
something of his own, or, in view of the Emperor’s. 
desire for knowledge, to do him a favour. Offering his 
guest adequate worship, Janaka said to him, ‘Yajna- 
valkya, what has brought you here? Is it to have some 
more animals, or to hear some subtle questions asked — 
to hear from me questions on subtle subjects till deci- 
sions are arrived at ?' ‘Both animals and questions, 
O Emperor. The word ‘Emperor’ indicates that 
Janaka must have performed the Vajapeya sacrifice. 
- ‘Emperor’ also means one who rules over territories 
through his vassals, who obey his commands ; or the 
word may mean, fRuler of all India.’ 


Ta nagaan , sme fear 
AeA: ara male, at mgarfagaarartarat 
sq, ea oeadna sala, saad 
fü fe earfafa , aag aama sas? a 
Bst aiat , aaar wacaanele , a? ate 
UAT MAAA, MAN: HAE, STER 
gua; WD agar  HIEHSQI) WW aise 
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Ama, qrer d aargag: aera, spqr ug: 
qasata gra: gut fear saftey: 
xin: GAANA sweats ganr i 
qag, ai a oS, qa Se, uar a 


qara arate amg aR; and aag, qui 
sa, at maA, aatett gara ana, qd 
yeu AR, a us Aada gani 
wen gA gtara ser dar a Qara 
Tees, fet Aswert aragia gA i R i 


2. ‘Let me hear what any one of your 
teachers may have told you.’ ‘ Jitvan, the son 
of Silina, has told me that the organ of speech 
(fire) is Brahman.’ ‘ As one who has a mother, 
father and teacher should say, so has the son of 
Silina said this—that the organ of speech is 
Brahman, for what can a person have who 
cannot speak? But did he tell you about its 
abode (body) and support?' ' No, he did not." 
‘This Brahman is only one-footed, O Emperor.’ 
“Then you tell us, Yajnavalkya.’ ‘The organ 
of speeth is its abode, and the ether (the Un- 
differentiated) its suppart. It should be meditat- 
ed upon as intelligence. ' ‘ What is intelligence, 
Yajfiavalkya?' ‘The organ of speech itself, O 
Emperor, said Yājñavalkya, ‘through the 


1 Throughout this and the next six paragraphs, the organ 
means its presiding deity, except when it is the abode. 
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organ of speech, O Emperor, a friend is known; 
the Rg-Veda, Yajur-Veda, Sàma-Veda, Athar- 
vangirasa, (Vedic) history, mythology, arts, 
Upanisads, verses, aphorisms, elucidations and 
explanations, (the effects of) sacrifices, (of) offer- 
ing oblations in the fire and (of) giving food and 
drink, this world and the next, and all beings are 
known through the organ of speech alone, O 
Emperor. The organ of speech, O Emperor, is 
the Supreme Brahman. The organ of speech 
never leaves him who knowing thus meditates 
upon it, all beings eagerly come to him, and 
being a god, he attains the gods.’ ‘I give you 
a thousand cows with a bull like an elephant,' 
said Emperor Janaka.  Yajüavalkya replied, 
“My father was of opinion that one should not 
accept (wealth) from a disciple without fully 
instructing him. ' 

"But let me hegr what any one of your teachers— 
—for you serve several of them—may have told you.’ 
The other said, ‘My teacher Jituan, the son of Silina, 
has told me that the organ of speech, i.e. its presiding 
deity (fire), is Brahman.’ Yajiiavalkya said, ‘As one 
who has a mother adequately to instruct him in his 
childhood, a father to instruct him after that, and a 
teacher to instruct him from his initiation with the holy 
thread up to the completion of his studies, should say 


1 For an explanation of these terms see commentary on 
ell. iv. ro. | 
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to his disciple, so has Jitvan, the son of Silina, satd 
this—that the organ of speech is Brahman. One who 
has had the advantage of these three sources of puri- 
fication is a teacher in the primary sense of the word, 
and never fails to be an authority himself. For what 
can a person have who cannot speak?—he. achieves 
nothing either in this life or in the next. 


‘But did he tell you about the abode and support 
of that Brahman?’ ‘Abode’ means the body ; 'sup- 
port’ is permanent resort. Janaka said, ‘No, he did 
not.’  Yajüavalkya said, ‘If so, this Brahman is only 
one-footed, and lacking the remaining three feet, it 
will not produce any effect, even though meditated 
upon.’ ‘Then you tell us, Yajnavalkya, for you know 
(about them).’ Yajiiavalkya said, ‘The organ of 
speech is its abode, or the body of the deity of the 
organ of speech (fire), which is a form of Brahman, 
and the ether known as the Undifferentiated tts support 
at its origin, during its continuance and at its dissolu- 
tion. 7t should be meditated upon as intelligence. The 
secret name of intelligence is the fourth quarter of 
Brahman ; one should meditate upon this Brahman as 
intelligence.’ 


‘What is intelligence, Yajnavalkya? Is intelligence 
itself meant, or its effect (speech)? Is it different from 
the organ of speech, like the body and support?’ ‘No.’ 
"What is it then?’ ‘The organ of speech itself, O 
Emperor,’ said Yajfiavalkya, ‘is intelligence: Intelli- 
gence is not different from the organ of speech.” How 
is it? The reply is being given: Through the organ of 
speech, O Emperor, a friend ts known, when somebody 
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says, ‘He is our friend.’ Likewise the Rg-Veda etc. 
Sacrifices mean the spiritual effects produced by them ; 
the same with offering oblations, as well as giving food 
and drink. This world, the present life, the next 
world, the life to come, and all beings are known 
through the organ of speech alone, O Emperor. There- 
fore the organ of speech, O Emperor, is the Supreme 
Brahman. The organ of speech never leaves him, the 
knower of the Brahman described above. who knowing 
thus meditates upon it, all beings eagerly come to him 
with offerings etc., and being a god in this very life, 
he attains the gods, is merged in them after death. 
‘I give you a thousand cows with a bull like an 
elephant,’ said Emperor Janaka, as a return for the 
instruction received. Yajnavalkya replied, ‘My father 
was of opinion that one should not accept wealth from 
a disciple without fully instructing or satisfying him. 
I too hold that view.’ 


RI a "—— T euim See 
ghee, curet d AR amn argaragaran- 
SAMANTHA, AAT aaea nea a aAA, 
aari fe fe erga, anita a aequ 
saumpo a Asetafe , amarat TRA , 
aa at aR NIR; N NIA, MRN: 
stfagr, fiuftagaeta ; et Aaa WINWOFI? 
sm aq werfeta grara, STUDET d Aare RINA- 
asa apad, eufagwer sfageraia, qw aut 
ag wale at uae mea are "WU; 
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ser È Gas qc ae ; Aa oo rÀ, Gated 
qaratnacta, ta acat Zarrafa,a at (uam 
dre; germ ami quu gar san 
qi; uw Gara araen, Aar Asaa aag- 
Rra vafer i 3 i 


3. 'Let me hear whatever any one may 
have told you.’ ‘Udanka, the son of Sulba, 
has told me that the vital force (Vayu) is 
Brahman.’ ‘ As one who has a mother, father 
and teacher should say, so has the son of Sulba 
said this— that the vital force is Brahman, for 
what can a person have who does not live? But 
did he tell you about its abode (body) and 
support?’ ‘No, he did not.’ ‘This Brahman 
is only one-footed, O Emperor.’ ‘Then you 
tell us, Yàjüavalkya.' ‘The vital force is its 
abode, and the ether (the Undifferentiated) its 
support. It should be meditated upon as dear.’ 
‘What is dearness, Yajfiavalkya?’ ‘The vital 
force itself, O Emperor,’ said Yàjfiavalkya, ' for 
the sake of the vital force, O Emperor, one 
performs sacrifices for one for whom they should 
not be performed, and accepts gifts from one 
from whom they. should not: be accepted, and it 
is for the sake of the vital force, O Emperor, 
that one runs the risk of one's life in any quarter 
one may go to. The vital force, O Emperor, 1s 
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the Supreme Brahman. The vital force never 
leaves him who knowing thus meditates upon it, 
all beings eagerly come to him, and being a god, 
he attains the gods.’ ‘I give you a thousand 
cows with a bull like an elephant,’ said Emperor 
Janaka. Yajfiavalkya replied, ‘My father was. 
of opinion that one should not accept (wealth) 
from a disciple without fully instructing him.’ 


‘Let me hear whatever,’ etc. ‘Udanka, the son of 
Sulba, has told me that the vital force is Brahman.’ 
‘The vital force’ means the deity Vayu, as ‘the organ 
of speech’ in the preceding paragraph meant the deity 
fire. ‘The vital force is its abode, and the ether (the 
Undifferentiated) its support.’ Its secret name: ‘It 
should be meditated upon as dear.’ ‘For the sake of 
the vital force, O Emperor, one performs sacrifices for 
one for whom they should mot be performed, such as 
even an outcast, and even accepis gifis from one from 
whom they shoult not be accepted, for instance, an 
Ugra! ; and ome runs the risk of one’s life in any 
quarter infested by robbers etc. that one may go to. 
All this is possible because the vital force is dear: It 
is for the sake of the vital force, O Emperor. There- 
fore the vital force, O Emperor, is the Supreme 
Brahman. The vital force never leaves him,’ etc. The 
rest has been explained. 


aga 8 nape; arden ak- 


1 One born of a Ksatriya father and a Sidra mother, 
and generally characterised by cruelty. 


4.1.4] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 573 


aoi: aga saa, aa aam anaandaa 
Burr, aa aama mafia, emmudr fü 
fe end, anda d amai sau? a 
asaatigfa , waar qacaorfefa ; a a at ate 
AMAT 5 PITATATAT , SDRINU MAB, RANN- 
ACU ; HI acta amas? ata usrfafa 


Qaa, ag d aa qa, e 
meme, mae wala; saat uum qui 
a; at wastes, miens qarafacta, mdi 
year Rura, a ad Agaga; eau 
e n! 
aaa qure Qara aR qx. uo Hara g- 
ter, far suere arise: gt eu 
4. 'Let me hear whatever any one may 
have told you.' ' Barku, the son of Vrsna, has 
told me that the eye (sun) is Brahman.’ ‘ As 
one who has a mother, father and teacher should 
say, so has the son of Vrsna said this—that the 
eye is Brahman. For what can a person have 
who cannot see? But did he tell you about its 
abode and support?’ ‘No, he did not.’ ‘ This 
Brahman is only one-footed, O Emperor.’ 
‘Then you tell us, Yajnavalkya.’ ‘ The eye is 
its abode, and the ether (the Undifferentiated) 
its support. It should be meditated upon as 
truth.’ ‘What is truth, Yajnavalkya?’ ‘The 
eye itself, O Emperor,’ said Yājñavalkya, ‘if a 
37 
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person, O Emperor, says to one who has seen 
with the eyes, ‘‘ Have you seen?’’ and one 
answers, '' Yes, I have," then it is true. The 
eye, O Emperor, is the Supreme Brahman. The 
eye never leaves him who knowing thus meditates 
upon it; all beings eagerly come to him; and 
being a god, he attains the gods,’ ‘I give you 
a thousand cows with a bull like an elephant,’ 
said Emperor Janaka.  Yajüavalkya replied, 
“My father was of opinion that one should not 
accept: (wealth) from a disciple without fully 
instructing him.' 


‘Let me hear,’ etc. Barku, the son of Vrsna, etc. 
The eye is Brahman: The sun is the presiding deity 
of the eye. The secret name is truth. ‘Because what 
one hears with the ears may be false, but not what one 
sees with the eyes, therefore if a person, O Emperor, 
says to one who has seen with the eyes, "Have you 
seen the elephant?” and he answers, “Yes, I have,” 
then it is considered true ; while if another says, ‘‘I 
have heard of it,” it may not correspond with fact. 
But what is seen with the eyes is always true, as it 
corresponds with fact.’ 


ae à no; eunftet ri- 
Aaa amaa, MiA, uem mamaa- 
aariaa, aur Rra d swale, 
serra fe fe carats, site & eeu 
Steere a Hswetfgfa, ance oacaentete ; 
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3 Q dr onf see, virage, Aree: 
qs, ara Aana; RAA RA ? 
fea ca aaiefa Hara, denm ame at at a 
fasi vet amen aed rah, eren fü RT ; 
fan Aam Am, att & aor qui su , ad 
aAA, a ad AATA; exei cee. 
aura gaa sme] dw; d ETIN GTEHOPLD, 
fae Asmaa arraferet Etafe s t 


5. 'Let me hear whatever any one may 
have told you.' ' Gardabhivipita, of the line of 
Bharadvaja, has told me that the ear: (the 
quarters) is Brahman.' ' As one who has a 
mother, father and teacher should. say, so has 
the descendant of Bharadvaja said this—that the 
ear is Brahman, for what can a person have who 
cannot hear? But did he tell you about its 
abode and support?’ ' No, he did not.’ ‘ This 
. Brahman is only one-footed, O Emperor.’ ‘ Then 
you tell us, Yajiavalkya.’ ‘ The ear is its abode, 
and the ether (the Undifferentiated) its support. 
It should be meditated upon as infinite.’ ‘ What 
is infinity, Yajfiavalkya’ ‘the quarters them- 
selvés, O Emperor,’ said Yajfiavalkya, ‘ there- 
fore, O Emperor, to whatever direction one may 
go, one never reaches its end. (Hence) the 
quarters are infinite. The quarters, O Emperor, 
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are the ear, and the ear, O Emperor, is the 
Supreme Brahman. The ear never leaves him, 
who knowing thus meditates upon it; all beings 
eagerly come to him; and being a god, he attains 
fhe gods.’ ‘I give you a thousand cows with a 
bull like an elephant,’ said Emperor Janaka. 
Yajüavalkya replied, ‘My father was of opinion 
fhat one should not accept (wealth) from a 
disciple without fully instructing him.’ 


‘Let me hear,’ etc. Gardabhivipita, of the line 
of Bharadvaja, etc. The ear is Brahman: The 
quarters are the presiding deities of the ear. “It 
should be meditated upon as infinite.’ ‘What ts the 
infinity of the ear?’ ‘Because the quarters themselves 
are the infinity, therefore, O Emperor, to whatever 
direction, east or north, one may go, one never reaches 
its end. Hence the quarters are infinite. The quarters, 
O Emperor, are the ear. Therefore the infinity of the 
quarters is also that of the ear.’ 


uq & naaa; suri? uer 
qr sre: ndr a male, «wr aaa- 
MATTAPAN, TT AMASRA À sealer, 
warrant fe fa enaA, aria a cent 
ssm? a Area. wert aR A 
aoe i afe IIFA ; RA QATIAN, MRIN: 
nàs, SUWep ecdagareata , KARAT ARFA ? 
m uw aufefa Qaa, aam 4 aa Raa- 
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fread, cedi give: qui saa, a ane; 
wit @ anqatom; ad amt sere, aat 
qaraca, qut FCAT aarrafa, q qd 
Raag, egi are aià Qa 
A IRG; a gira maem, fuer Rsuem 
arerrfsrer gerer Ut & u 


6. 'Let me hear whatever any one may 
have told you.’ ' Satyakama, the son of Jabala, 
has told me that the Manas (here, the moon) is 
Brahman.' ' As one who has a mother, father 
and teacher should say, so has the son of Jabala 
said this—that the Manas is Brahman, for what 
can a person without the Manas have? But did 
he tell you about its abode and support?’ ‘No, 
he did not.’ ‘ This Brahman is only one-footed, 
‘O Emperor.’ ' Then you tell-us, Yajnavalkya.’ 
‘The Manas is its abode, and the ether (the Un- 
differentiated) its support. It should be medi- 
tated upon as bliss.’ ‘ What is bliss, Yajiia- 
valkya?’ ‘The Manas itself, O Emperor,’ said 
Yajnavalkya, ' with the Manas, O Emperor, a 
man (fancies and) woos a woman. A sop 
resembling him is born of her, and he is the 
cause of bliss. The Manas, O Emperor, is the 
Supreme Brahman. The Manas never leaves 
him who knowing thus meditates upon it; al] 
beings eagerly come to him; and being a god, he 
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attains the gods.’ ‘I give you a thousand cows 
with a bull like an elephant,’ said. Emperor 
Janaka. Yàjüavalkya replied, ‘My father was 
of opinion that one should not accept (wealth) 
from a disciple without fully instructing him.’ 

‘Satyakima, the son of Jabālā, etc. The moon 
is the presiding deity of the Manas. The secret name 
is bliss. ‘Because the Manas itself is bliss, therefore 
with the Manas a man fancies and woos a woman. 
From that a:son resembling him is born of that woman, 
and that son ts the cause of bliss ; therefore the Manas, 
which brings this son into being, is bliss.’ 


aaa d saara; wie fauna 
- SITSRGRTE, gi 4 sf aar nanta- 
maaa, an aam I auf, 
wa fe fa RA, sumite d aemaat 
aem? aa; usum aeaa, 
AA gt amar, ERITA, aren: 
seat, RARA ; wr fever TESTI P 
anu aak Erga, gqdd uum aat 
apaa, ed 2 ane adat eret ser, 
exi AT erre erate sería ar nafa ; 
Gui d anew ae; d4 mad sere, aa leat 
wm t ayes arecirft, «ad fug. 
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JR: a ANa ELI Rer smear rare: 
man afa mrs sme u 


"^ 7. ‘Let me hear whatever any one may 
have told you.’ ‘ Vidagdha, the son of Sakala, 
has told me that the heart (mind, here, Prajapati) 
is Brahman.’ ' As one who has a mother, father 
and teacher should say, so has the son of Sakala 
said this—that the heart is Brahman. For what 
can a person without the heart have? But did 
he tell you about its abode and support?' ' No, 
he did not.' ' This Brahman is only one-footed, 
O Emperor.’ ‘Then you tell us, Yajfiavalkya.' 
‘ The heart is its abode, and the ether (the Un- 
differentiated) its support. It should be medi- 
tated upon às stability.’ ‘ What is stability, 
Yajnavalkya?’ ‘The heart itself, O Emperor,’ 
said Yajnavalkya, ‘ the heart, O Emperor, is the 
abode of all beings, and the heart, O Emperor, 
is the support of all beings; on the heart, O 
Emperor, all beings rest; the heart, O Emperor, 
is the Supreme Brahman. The heart never 
leaves him who knowing thus meditates upon 
it; all beings eagerly come to him; and being 
a god, he attains the gods.” ‘I give you a 
thousand cows with a bull like an elephant,’ 
said Emperor Janaka.  Yajüavalkya replied, 
‘My father was of opinion that one should not 
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accept (wealth), from a disciple without fully 
instructing him.’ 

Vidagdha, the son of Sakala, etc. The heart is 
Brahman. The heart, O Emperor, is the abode of 
ail beings. We have already said in the. section 
relating to Sakalya that all beings consisting of name, 
form and action depend on the heart (mind) and rest 
on it. ‘Therefore on the heart, O Emperor, all beings 
rest. Hence it should be meditated upon as stability.’ 
Prajapati (Hiranyagarbha) is the presiding deity of the 
heart. 


1 See commentary on III. ix, 24. 


SECTION II 


seht © aie: galgqaateara, ASA 
WIE, wg at mR, a gaa, am o 
aavngranaaaad, cl at aad at curd, 
Aaa: amkana; ad germ 
are: aadtatg sangficen at fier: om 
aeaa; amt agag cro faena, 
aq I ast ageaf aw feret, ata 
anar n * N 


I. Janaka, Emperor of Videha, rose from 
ħis lounge and approaching Yājñavalkya said, 
‘Salutations to you, Yajfiavalkya, please in- 
struct me.’ Yajnavalkya replied, ‘As one 
wishing to go a long distance, O Emperor, 
should secure a chariot or a boat, so have you 
fully equipped your mind with so many secret 
names (of Brahman). You are likewise re- 
spected and wealthy, and you have studied the 
Vedas and heard the Upanisads; (but) where 
will you go when you are separated from this 
body ?' ‘I do not know, sir, where I shall go.’ 
‘Then I will tell you where you will go.’ ‘Tell 
me, sir.' 


Janaka, Emperor of Videha, etc. As Yàjfiavalkya 
knew all aspects of Brahman with their attributes, 
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Janaka gave up his pride of teachership, rose from his 
lounge, a particular kind of seat, and approaching 
Yajnavalkya, i.e. prostrating himself at his feet, said, 
‘Salutations to you, Yajnavalkya, please instruct me.’ 
The word ‘iti’ marks the close of his speech. Yajfa- 
valkya replied, “As in the world one wishing to go a 
long distance should secure a chariot, if he wants to 
go’ by land, or a boat, if he wants to go by water, so 
have you fully equipped your mind with so many 
secret names (of Brahman)—by meditating upon 
Brahman in so many aspects bearing those names. Not 
only that, you are likewise respected and wealthy, not 
poor, and you have studied the Vedas and heard the 
Upanisads from teachers. Although you are thus 
endowed with all glories, you are but in the midst of 
fear owing to the absence of Self-knowledge, i.e. you 
are far from achieving the object of your life, till you. 
realise the Supreme Brahman. With all this outfit 
serving as a boat or chariot, where will you go when 
you are separated from this body? What wil you 
attain?’ ‘I do not know, sir, where I shall go.’ ‘If 
thus you do not know where you will go to achieve the 
object of your life, then I will ‘tell you where you will 


2 


go. ‘Tell me, sir, if you are gracious to me.’ ‘Listen.’ 


BE g qd ade Atsa afatiserqes: ; d at 
uated usrüer geod dette , qaeafter 
wa fe ar: enata: N 2 I 


2. This being who is in the right eye is 
named Indha. Though he is Indha, he is 
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indirectly called Indra, for the gods have a 
fondness, as it were, for indirect names, and 
hate to be called directly. 


This being who is specially located in the right eye 
—the being in the sun who has been described before 
in the dictum, ‘The eye is Brahman’ (IV. i. 4), and 
is called Satya—is named Indha. This being, on 
account of his resplendence, has an obvious name, 
Indha. Though he is Indha. he is indirectly called 
Indra, for the gods have a fondness, as it were, for 
indirect names, and hate to be called directly. Thus 
you have attained the self called Vaisvanara. 


aA da q usta RN: alae 
Vad a sahd Aave: , aera 
eana agaga mem epp 
ud: dace ùn eaga ares, «wm 
Syr merear farm vag, ener für ata ae- 
sai Aa afta, aeri agaat- 
emp, emm Amea saa aaeren- 
^ SSSTCRTATCHT: N R N 
. 3. The human form that is in the left eye 
is his wife, Viraj (matter). The space that is 
within the heart is their place of union. ‘Their 
food is the lump of blood (the finest essence of 
what we eat) in the heart. Their wrap is the 


net-like structure in the heart. Their road for 
moving is the nerve that' goes upward from the 
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heart ; it is like a hair split into a thousand parts. 
In this body there are nerves called Hita, which 
are placed in the heart. Through these the 
essence of our food passes as it moves on. 
Therefore the subtle body has finer food than the 
gross body. 

The human form that is in the left eye is his wife, 
Viraj. Of Indra or the self called Vai$vánara whom 
you have attained, Viraj, or matter, is the wife, both 
being objects of enjoyment. This couple, matter and 
its enjoyer, is united in dreams.! How? The space 
that is within the lump of flesh called the heart is their 
place of union, the place where Indra and his wife 
enjoy each other’s company. Their food, or means of 
sustenance, ts the following. What is it? The lump of 
blood—(lit.) blood in the form of a lump—i» the heart. 
‘The food we eat takes two forms ; the gross part goes 
down (and is excreted), and the rest is metabolised ın 
two ways under the action of the internal heat. That 
part of the chyle which is of medium fineness passes 
through the successive stages of blood etc., and 
nourishes the gross body made up of the five elements. 
The finest part of the chyle is ‘the lump of blood,’ 
which, penetrating our fine nerves, causes Indra— 
identified with the subtle body and called Taijasa—who 
is united with his wife in the heart, to stay in the 


1 Vi$va (or VaiSvanara), Taijasa and Prājňa are the 
names of the self as identified with the gross, the subtle and 
the causal body, respectively, in the states of wakefulness, 
dream and dreamless sleep. Hence the VaiSvanara itself is 
now being described as the Taijasa for the purpose of medita- 
tion. 
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body. This is what is expressed by the passage. 
"Iheir food,' etc. 


There are other things also. Their wrap is, etc. 
People who sleep after their meals use wraps ; the Srutt 
is fancying that similarity here. What is the wrap ot 
this couple? The nel-like structure in the heart. 
‘Net-like,’ because of the ‘numerous openings of the 
nerves. Their road for moving, or coming from the 
dream to the waking state, is the nerve that goes 
upward from the heart. Its size is being given; As 
in the world a hair split into a thousand parts is 
extremely fine, so is it. In this body there are nerves 
called Hità, which are placed in that lump of flesh, the 
heart. From it they branch off everywhere like the 
filaments of a Kadamba flower. Through these 
extremely fine nerves the food passes as it moves on. 
The body of Indra (the subtle body) is nourished by 
this food and held fast as by a cord. Because the 
gross body is nourished by gross food, but this subtle 
body, the body of Indra, is sustained by fine food. 
The food that nourishes the gross body is also fine, in 
comparison with the gross substances in the body that 
are eliminated ; but the food that sustains the subtle 
body is finer than that. Hence the gross body has fine 
food, but the subtle body has finer food than the gross 

‘body. ‘Sarira’ in the text is the same as ‘Sarira’ 
(body). The idea is that the Taijasa is nourished by 
finer food than the Vaisvànara. 


aa sre frm grep suem, gam Rafai 
sro, sA fue seg: arem, wet AA: 
Riot, gat Rya: sro, aa (ayer 
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4. Of the sage (who is identified with the 
vital force’), the east is the eastern vital force, 
the south the southern vital force, the west the 
western vital force, the north the northern vital 
force, the direction above the upper vital force, 
the direction below the nether vital force, and 
‘all the quarters the different vital forces. This 
self is That which has been described as ‘Not 
this, not this,' 'It 1s imperceptible, for It is never 
perceived ; undecaying, for It never decays ; un- 
attached, for It is never attached ; unfettered—It 
never feels pain, and never suffers injury. You 
have attained That which is free from fear, O 
Janaka,’ said Yājñavalkya. ‘Revered Yājña- 
valkya,’ said Emperor Janaka, ‘may That 
which is free from fear be yours, for you have 
made That which is free from fear known to us. 


J 


1 That is, the Prajiia, of which the vital force is a limit- 
ing adjunct. 
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Salutations to you! Here is this (empire of) 
Videha, as well as myself at your service !' 

| This Taijasa which’ is identified with the heart 
' (mind) is supported by the subtle vital force, and 
‘becomes the vital force, (here, the Prajfia). Of the 
sage who has first attained the Vaisvanara, then the 
Taijasa, or the self identified with the mind, and after 
that the self identified with the vital force (Prajiia), 
the east is the eastern vital force ; similarly the south 
the southern vital force, likewise the west the western 
vital force, the north the northern vital force, the direc- 
tion above the upper vital force, the direction below 
the nether vital force, and all the quarters the different 
vital forces. Thus the sage identifies himself, by 
stages, with the vital force that comprises everything. 
Then withdrawing this all-comprising vital force into 
the inner self, he next attains the natural state of 
the Witness, the transcendent Self that is described as 
‘Not this, not this.’ This self which the sage thus 
attains is That which has been described as ‘Not this, 
not this.’ This passage, up to ‘never suffers injury,’ 
has already been explained (III. ix. 26). ‘You have 
attained That which is free from fear due to birth,’ 
death, etc., O Janaka, said Yajnavalkya. This is in 
fulfilment of the statement, ‘Then I will tell you where 
you will go.’ ‘Revered Yajnavalkya,’ said Emperor 
Janaka, ‘may That which is free from fear be yours 
too, for you have made That which ts free from fear, 
the Brahman, known or accessible to us, by the 
removal of the veil of ignorance created by the limiting 
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adjuncts. What else can I give you in return for this 
knowledge, for you have presented the Atman Itself? 
Hence salutations to you! This (empire of) Videha is 
yours—enjoy it just as you will: I myself too am at 
your service. Please use me as well as the empire just 
as you like.' | 


SECTION III 


The connection of the present section with the 
preceding portion is as follows: The individual self— 
the Brahman that is immediate and direct, the self that 
is within all—is identical with the Supreme Self. We 
know this from such Sruti texts as, ‘There is no other 
witness but Him’ (III. vii. 23), and “There is no other 
witness but This’ (III. viii. xxi), as well as ‘This self 
has entered into these bodies' (I. iv. 7), and it is 
inferred from its functions of speech etc. That it exists 
and is different from the body, has been known in the 
dialogue between Balaki and Ajata$atru (II. i.) in the 
Madhukanda from the denial of agency and enjoyment 
to the vital force etc. Nevertheless, in the section deal- 
ing with the question of Usasta, in the words, 'That 
which breathes through the Prana,’ etc. (III. iv. 1), it 
has been known in a general way, from the introduc- 
tion of the functions of breathing etc., that the self is 
to be inferred from these functions, and in the words, 
“Witness of vision,’ etc. (III. iv. 2), it has been more 
particularly known as being by nature constant intelli- 
gence. It suffers transmigration owing to adventitious 
limiting adjuncts,’ as for instance the appearance of a 
rope, a desert, a mother-of-pearl, and the sky as a 
snake, water, silver and blue respectively, is due to the 
superimposition of foreign elements, not intrinsically. 
But devoid of the limiting adjuncts, it is known a$ 


1 Ignorance and its effects. : 


38 
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indefinable, to be described only as ‘Not this, not this,’ 
the Brahman that is immediate and direct, the self that 
is within all, the Immutable, the Internal Ruler, the 
mighty Ruler, the Being who is to be known only 
through the Upanisads, Knowledge, Bliss and Brah- 
man. That same Brahman which is immediate and 
within all has again been taught (by the mention of 
some particular ways of attaining It). (Lastly, it has 
been stated:) He who is called Indha (Vaisvanara) 
takes fine food ; beyond it, in the heart, is the self 
identified with the subtle body, which takes finer food ; 
higher still is the self identified with the universe, which 
has the vital force for its limiting adjunct (i.e. the 
-Prajfia). By dissolving (in the Supreme Self) through 
knowledge even this self identified with the universe, 
which is but a limiting adjunct, like the snake, for 
instance, in the rope, (the transcendent Brahman 
referred to in the passage), ‘This self is That which has 
been described as “Not this, not this” ' (III. ix. 26), 
has been known. Thus did Yàjüavalkya set Janaka 
beyond fear by a brief reference to scriptural evidence. 
Here, in a different connection,’ the states of wakeful- 
hess, dream, profound sleep and transcendence have 
been introduced in the words, 'Indha,' 'Has finer 
food,’ ‘The different vital forces,’ and ‘This self is 
That which has been described as ‘‘Not this, not this,” ’ 
Now Brahman is to be studied at length through those 
very states of wakefulness etc., with the help of valid 
reasoning ; Janaka is to be helped to attain the 


1 To show the order of gradual emancipation. 
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Brahman that is beyond fear ; the existence of the self 
should be established by the removal of the doubts 
raised against it; and it should be known as being 
different from the body, pure, self-effulgent, by nature 
identical with constant intelligence and superlative bliss, 
and beyond duality. For this purpose the present 
section is introduced. The story is meant to indicate 
the method of imparting and receiving the instruction, 
and is particularly a eulogy on knowledge, as is 
suggested by the granting of the boon etc.! 


NAE E dXX aru ama, wa a ufa 
off; org ama üyt amer 
un, qui x que at qdi. dog OU 
patty 88, e ure qat d e asa qd quesiti 


I. Yajnavalkya went to Janaka, Emperor 
of Videha. He thought. he would not say any- 
thing. Now Janaka and Yàjfavalkya had once 
talked on the Agnihotra, and Yajfiavalkya had 
offered him a boon. He had begged the liberty 
of asking any questions he liked ; and Yàjfia- 
valkya had granted him the boon. So it was the 


Emperor who first asked him. 
Yajnavalkya went to Janaka, Emperor of Videha. 


While going, he thought he wowld not say anything to 
the Emperor. The object of the visit was to get more 
wealth and maintain that already possessed. Yājña- 


3 Since the Emperor .chose this very ee in preference 
to any other. 
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valkya, although he had resolved not to say anything, 
explained whatever Janaka asked. Why did he act 
contrary to his intentions? The answer to this is given 
by the story here related. Sometime in the past there 
had been a talk between Janaka and Yajnavalkya on 
the subject of the Agnihotra. On that occasion Yàfia- 
valkya, pleased with Janaka’s knowledge on the 
subject, had offered him a boon. Janaka thereupon 
had begged the liberty of asking any questions he 
liked ; and Yàjfüavalkya had granted him the boon. 
On the strength of that boon st was the Emperor 
Janaka who first asked him, although Yajfiavalkya was 
in no mood to explain and was silent. That Janaka 
had not put his question on the previous occasion was 
due to the fact that the knowledge of Brahman is 
contradictory to rituals (hence the topic would be out 
of place), and is independent: It is not the effect of 
anything, and serves the highest end of man independ- 
ently of any auxiliary factors. 


urere fusi] quw xfi aR: 
enfer Ama, mami sdrfaumea qum 
T pest rasta , astris i R I 


2. 'Yàjüavalkya, what serves as the light 
fora man?’ ‘The light of’? the sun, O Emperor,’ 
said Yajnavalkya, ' it is through the light of the 
sun that he sits, goes out, works and returns.’ 
‘ Just so, Yajfiavalkya.' 

Yajnavalkya—Janaka addresses him by name to 


1 Offering oblations in the sacred fire. 
2 The ‘of’ is here appositional. 
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draw his attention—what serves as the light for a man, 
which he uses in his everyday life? The question is 
about the ordinary man, with head, hands, etc., 
identifying himself with the body and organs. Does 
he use a light extraneous to his body, which is made 
up of parts, or does some light included in this aggre- 
gate of parts serve the purpose of a light for him? 
This is the question. 

Question : What difference does it make if he 
uses a light extraneous to his body or one forming a 
part of it? 

Reply: Listen. If it is decided that he by his 
very nature has to use a light extraneous to his body, 
then with regard to the effects of a light that is invisible 
we shall infer that they are also due to an extraneous 
light. If, on the other hand, he acts through a light 
not extraneous to the body, but part and parcel of 
himself, then, where the effects of a light are visible, 
although the light itself is invisible, we can infer that 
the light in question must be an inner one. If, how- 
ever, there is no restriction as to whether the light 
which a person uses is within or without himself, then 
there is no decision on the matter of the light. Think- 
ing thus Janaka asks papayas “What is the light 
for a man?’ 

Objection : Well, if Janaka is so clever at reason- 
ing, what is the use of his asking questions? Why 
does he not decide it for himself? 

Reply : True, but here the thing to be inferred, 
the grounds of inference, and their various relations 
are so subtle that they are considered a puzzle even for 
a number of scholars, not to speak of one. It is for 
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this reason that in deciding subtle religious matters 
deliberation by a conference is sought. A good deal 
also depends upon individual qualifications, A con- 
ference may accordingly consist of ten persons, of 
three, or one. Therefore, though the Emperor is 
skiled in reasoning, yet it is quite proper for him to 
ask Yàjüavalkya, because people may have varying 
capacities for understanding. Or it may be that the 
Sruti itself teaches us through the garb of a story, by 
setting forth a mode of reasoning in conformity with 


our ways of thinking. 


Yájüavalkya too, knowing Janaka’s intention, 
desired to teach him about the light of the self that is 
other than the body, and took up a ground of inference ` 
that would establish this extracorporeal light. For 
instance, he said, ‘The light of the well-known sun, 
O Emperor.’ How? ‘It is through the light of the 
sun, which is outside his body and helps the function 
of the eyes, that the ordinary man sits, goes out to the 
field or forest, and going there works and returns the 
way he went.’ The use of many specifications is: to 
indicate that the light! is well known to be essentially 
different from the body ; and the citing of many 
external lights is to show that the ground of inference 
is unfailing. “Just so, Yajnavalkya.’ 


aaa aiga anres: Rnsiatani quw 
sa; wam wae sifdadf, aAa 


! Which remains thé same under all thesé varying 
circumstances. 
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3. ‘When the sun has set, Vajfiavalkya, 
what serves as the light fora man?’ ‘The moon 
serves as his light. It is through the light of the 
moon that he sits, goes out, works and returns.’ 
‘Just so, Yajnavalkya.’ 


Likewise, ‘When the sun has set, Yajnavalkya, 
what serves as the light for a man?’ ‘The moon serves 
as his light.’ 


agafa sleet anaes, serment e 
siae ger da, afer sxifadadtfa, 
afwaart sifaaret quu wu ser AAA ; 
TARATOTAATET N 8 N 


4. ‘When the sun and the moon have both 
set, Yajnavalkya, what serves as the light for a 
man?’ ‘The fire serves as his light. It is 
through the fire that he sits, goes out, works and 
returns.’ ‘Just so, Yàjfavalkya.' 


When the sun and the moon have both set, the fire 
serves as the light. 


retina mA amas, amen, 
grasa  feisafitard quw t, 

ARa, asart sata aaa et 
een fara; cant ame at ee: nR 
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CHASTE n ts ti 


' 5. ‘When the sun and the moon have both 
set, and the fire has gone out, Yajüavalkya, 
what serves as the light for a man?’ ‘Speech 
(sound) serves as his light. It is through the 
light of speech that he sits, goes out, works and 
returns. Therefore, O Emperor, even when 
one's own hand is not clearly visible, if a sound 
is uttered, one manages to go there.’ ' Just so, 
Yajnavalkya.’ 

When the fire has gone out, speech serves as the 
light. ‘Speech’ here means sound. Sound, which is 
the object of hearing, stimulates the ear, its organ ; this 
gives rise to discrimination in the mind ; through that 
mind a man engages in an outward action. Elsewhere 
it has been said, ‘It is through the mind that one sees 
and hears’ (I. v. 3). How can speech be called a 
light, for it is not known to be such? The answer is 
being given: ‘Therefore, O Emperor,’ etc. Because 
a man lives and moves in the world helped by the 
light of speech, therefore it is a well-known fact that 
speech serves as a light. How? ‘Even when, as in 
the rainy season, owing to the darkness created by 
clduds generally blotting out all light, one’s own hand 
is, not clearly visible—though every activity is then 
stopped owing to the want of external light—if a sound 
is uttered, as for instance a dog barks or an ass brays, 
one manages to go there. That sound acts as a light 
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and connects the ear with the mind; thus ‘speech 
(sound) does the function of a light there: With the 
help of that sound serving as a light, the man actually 
goes there, works at that place and returns.’ The 
mention of the light of speech includes odour etc. For 
when odour and the rest also help the nose and other 
organs, a man is induced to act or dissuaded from it, 
and so on. So they too help the body and organs. 
‘Just so, Yajnavalkya.’ 


.  wredí «fcd anaes, amacrine, 
mAN, wma ara fasanfitart quu fW, 
aiae  sdrfngedtfs, nensem AATA 
eru we ged feats 
.6. ‘When the sun and the moon have both 
set, the fire has gone out, and speech has 
stopped, Yàjfüavalkya, what serves as the light 
fora man?' ‘The self serves as his light. It is 


through the light of the self that he sits, goes out, 
works and returns.’ ‘Just so, Yajnavalkya.’ . 


! .When speech also has stopped and other external 
aids too, such as odour, all the activities of the man 
would stop. The idea is this: When the eyes and 
other organs, which are outgoing in their tendencies, 
ate helped in the waking state by lights such as the 
sun, then a man vividly lives and moves in the world. 
So'we see that in the waking state a light extraneous 
to his body, which is an aggregate of parts, serves as 
the light for him. From this we conclude that when 
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all external light is blotted out in the states of dream 
and profound sleep, as well as in similar circumstances 
of the waking state, a light extraneous to his body 
serves the purpose of a light for him. We see also 
that the purpose of a light is served in dreams, as for 
instance meeting and parting from friends, going to 
other places, etc.; and we awake from deep sleep with 
the remembrance’ that we slept happily and knew 
nothing. Therefore there exists some extraneous light. 
What is that light which acts when speech has stopped? 
The reply is being given: ‘The self serves as his light.” 
By the word ‘self’ is meant that light which is different 
from one’s body and organs, and iJlumines them like 
the external lights such as the sun, but is itself not 
illumined by anything else. And on the principle of 
the residuum it is inside the body ; for it has already 
been proved that it is different from the body and 
organs, and we have seen that a light which is different 
from the body and organs and helps their work is 
perceived by the organs such as the eye , but the light 
that we are discussing (the self) is not perceived by the 
eye etc., when lights such as the sun have ceased to 
work. Since, however, we see that the usual effects of 
a light are there, we conclude that ‘it is through the 
ight of the self that he sits, goes out, works and 
returns.’ Therefore we understand that this light must 
be inside the body. But it is different from lights such 
as the sun, and immaterial. That is why, unlike the 
sun etc., it is not perceived by the eye and so farth. 


2 Which shows that the light in question was there. 


4:36}. BRHADARANYAKA |. UPANISAD 603. 


Objection (by the materialist): No, for we see 
that only things of the same class help each other. 
You are wrong to state as a proved fact that there is. 
an inner light different from the sun etc. Why? 
Because we observe that the body and organs, which 
ere material, are helped by lights such as the sun, 
which also are material and of the same cláss as the 
things helped. Here too we must infer in accordance 
with observed facts.  Supposing that the light that 
belps the work of the body and organs is different from. 
them like the sun etc., still it must be inferred as being 
of the same class as these, for the very reason that it 
helps them, as is the case with lights such as the sun. 
Your statement that because it is internal and is not 
perceived, it is different (from lights such as the sun), 
is falsified in the case of the eye etc.; for lights such 
as the eye are not perceived and are internal, but they 
are material just the same. Therefore it is only your 
imagination that you have proved the light of the self 
to be essentially different from the body etc. 

Moreover, as the existence of the light in question 
depends on that of the body and organs, it is pre- 
sumed to possess the characteristics of the latter. Your 
inference,' being of the kind that is not based on a 
causal relation, is fallacious, because it is contradicted*; 
and it is by means of such an inference that you 
establish the light in question (the self) to be different 


i For example, whatever reveals another thing is differ- 
ent from it. 

? For instance, the eye, which (according to the material- 
ists) reveals the body, is not different from it. 
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from the body and organs, like the sun and so forth 
(being different from the objects they reveal). - Besides, 
perception cannot be nullified by inference ; and we 
eee that this aggregate of body and organs sees, hears, 
thinks and knows. If that other light helps this aggre- 
gate like the sun etc., it cannot be the self, any more 
than the sun and the rest are. Rather it is the aggre- 
gate of body and organs, which directly does the func- 
tions of seeing etc., that is the self, and none else, for 
inference is invalid when it contradicts perception. 


Reply : If this aggregate be the self that does 
the functions of seeing etc., how is it that, remaining 
as it is, it sometimes performs those functions and 
sometimes does not? 


‘ Objection: There is nothing wrong in it, because 
it is an observed fact. You cannot challenge facts on 
the ground of improbability. When you actually 
observe a  fire-fly: to be both luminous and non- 
luminous, you do not have to infer some other cause 
forit. If, however, you do infer it from some common 
feature, you may as well infer anything about every- 
thing, and nobody wants that. Nor must one deny 
the natural property of objects, for the natural heat 
of fire or the cold of water is not due to any other 
cause. 

Reply: Suppose we say it all depends on the 
merits or demerits of people? 


Objection : Then those merits or ‘demerits them- 
selves might habitually depend on some other cause. : 


Reply : What if they do? 
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Objection: It would lead to a regressus in 
infinitum, which is not desirable. 


Reply : Not so, for in dreams and remembrance 
we notice only things seen before. What the advocate 
of the nature theory has said about the functions of 
sight etc. belonging to the body, and not to the self, 
which is different from it, is wrong, for if these func- 
tions really belonged to the body, one would not see 
in a dream only things already seen. A blind man 
dreaming sees only things that he has already seen, 
and not unfamiliar forms, which one would find in 
Sakadvipa,' for instance. This proves that he alone 
who sees in a dream only familiar things also saw 
things before, while the eyes were there—and not the 
body. If the body were the seer, it would not see in 
a dream only familiar sights when the eyes, the instru- 
ments of its vision, are taken out. And we know that 
even blind men, who have had their eyes taken out, 
say, ‘To-day I saw in a dream the Himalayan peak 
that I had seen before.’ Therefore it is clear that it 
is not the body, but he who dreams, that also saw 
things when the eyes were intact. 


Similarly, in the case of remembrance, he who 
remembers being also the one who saw, the two are 
identical. Thus only can a person, after shutting his 
eyes, remember the forms he has seen before, just as 
he saw them. Therefore that which is shut is not the 
seer ; but that which, when the eyes are shut, sees 
forms in remembrance, must have been the seer when 


- l1 One of the divisions of the earth situated round Mt. 
Meru. 
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the eyes were open. This is further proved by the fact 
that when the body is dead, no vision takes place, 
although the body is intact. If the body itself were 
the seer, even a dead body would continue to see and 
do similar functions. Therefore it is clear that the real 
agent of seeing etc. is not the body, but that whose 
absence deprives the body of the power of vision, and 
whose presence gives it that power. 

Objection : Suppose the eyes and other organs 
themselves were the agents of vision and so forth? 

Reply : No : the remembrance that one is touch- 
ing the very thing that one has seen, would be im- 
possible if there were different agents for these two 
Acts. 

Objection : Then let us say, it is the mind. 

Reply : No ; the mind also, being an object, like 
colour etc., cannot be the agent of vision and so forth. 
"Therefore we conclude that the light in question is 
inside the body, and yet different from it like the 
sun etc. 

You said, 'Some light which is of the same «lass 
as the body and organs must be inferred, since the sun 
and the like are of the same class as the things they 
help. This is wrong, for there is no hard and fast 
rule about this help. To explain: We see that fire is 
kindled with the help of straw, grass and other fuel, 
which are all modifications of earth. But from this we 
must not conclude that everywhere it is the modifica- 
tions of earth that help to light a fire, for we notice 
that water, which belongs to a different class, helps to 
kindle the fire of lightning and the fire in the stomagh. 
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Therefore, when something is helped by another, there 
is no restriction about their being of the same class or 
of different classes. Sometimes men are helped by 
men, their own species, and sometimes by animals, 
plants, etc., which are of different species. Therefore 
the reason you adduced for your contention, that the 
body and organs are helped by lights that are of the 
same class as they, like the sun etc., falls to the 
ground. 

Further you said that the argument put forward 
by us? does not prove the light in question to be either 
internal or different from the body and organs, because 
the reason stated is falsified in the case of the eye etc. 
This is wrong ; all we have to do is to add to it the 
qualifying phrase 'except the eyes and other organs.' 
Your statement that the light in question must be a 
characteristic of the body is also incorrect, for it 
involves a contradiction with inference. The inference 
was that the light must be something else than the 
body and organs, like the sun etc.; and this premise 
of yours contradicts that. That the existence of the 
light depends on that of the body has been disproved 
by the fact that the light is absent in a dead body. If 
you challenge the validity of an inference of the kind 
not based on a causal relation, all our activities, in- 
cluding eating and drinking, would be impossible, 
which you certainly do not desire. We see in life that 
people who have experienced that hunger and thirst, 
for instance, are appeased by eating and drinking, 


1 Viz. that the light we are speaking of must be within 
the body and yet different from it, for unlike the sun ed it 
is invisible. 
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proceed to adopt these means, expecting similar 
results ; all this would be impossible. As a matter of 
fact, however, people who have the experience of 
eating and drinking infer on the ground of similarity 
that their hunger and thirst would be appeased if they 
ate and drank again, and proceed to act accordingly. 

Your statement that this very body performs the 
functions of seeing etc. has already been refuted on 
the ground that in dreams and remembrance the seer 
is other than the body. This also refutes the view 
that the light in question is something other than the 
self. Your reference to the fire-fly etc. being some- 
times luminous and sometimes not, is not in point, for 
the appearance or disappearance of the glow is due to 
the contraction or expansion of its wings or other parts 
of its body. You said that we must admit merit and 
demerit to have the nature of inevitably producing 
results. If you admit this, it will go against your own 
assumption.’ By this the objection of a regressus in 
infinitum is also refuted. Therefore we conclude that 
there is a light which is other than the body and within 
it, and it is the self. 


wan areata; dis amana: sig gum 
sifft: quw; a aa: anit steagdac, 
ELLEN dama; a È a ga nA- 

sprafa a eni n o 
Z7 Which. is the self ?' ‘This infinite 


1 That there is no — self acquiring in every 
birth merit and demerit which determine its futute. z 
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entity (Purusa) that is identified with the intellect 
and is in the midst of the organs, the (self- 
effulgent) light within the heart (intellect). 
Assuming the likeness (of the intellect), it moves 
between the two worlds; it thinks, as it were, 
and shakes, as it were. Being identified with 
dteams, it transcends this world—the forms of 
death (ignorance etc.).’ 

Though the self has been proved to be other than 
the body and organs, yet, owing to a misconception 
caused by the observation that things which help others 
are of the same class as they, Janaka cannot decide 
whether the self is just one of the organs or some- 
thing different, and therefore asks: Which ts the self? 
The misconception is quite natural, for the logic 
involved is too subtle to grasp easily. Or, although 
the self has been proved to be other than the body, 
yet all the organs appear to be intelligent, since the 
self is not perceived as distinct from them ; so I ask 
you: Which is the self? Among the body, organs, 
vital force and mind, which is the self you have spoken 
of—through which light, you said, a man sits and does 
other kinds of work? Or, which of these organs is 
‘this self identified with the intellect’ that you have 
meant, for all the organs appear to be intelligent? As 
when a number of Brahmanas are assembled, one may 
ask, ‘They are all highly qualified, but which of these 
is versed in all the six branches! of the Vedas?’ In the 
first explanation, ‘Which is the self?’ is the question, 


1 Phonetics, ritual, grammar, philology, prosody and 
astronomy. 


39 
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and 'This infinite entity that is identified with the 
intellect,’ etc., is the answer ; in the second, ‘Which of 
the organs is the self that is identified with the intel- 
lect?’ is the question. Or the whole sentence, ‘Which 
is this self that is identified with the intellect and is in 
the midst of the organs, the light within the heart?' is 
the question. The words, 'That is identified with the 
intellect, etc. give the precise description of the self 
that has been known only in a general way. But the 
word ‘iti’ in, ‘Which is the self,’ ought to mark the 
end of the question, without its being connected with a 
remote word. Hence we conclude that the expression, 
‘Which is the self,’ is really the question, and all the 
rest of the sentence, beginning with, ‘This infinite 
entity that is identified with the intellect,’ etc., is the 
answer. | 


The word ‘this’ has been used with reference to 
the self, since it is directly known to us. ‘Vijñāna- 
maya’ means tdentified with the intellect; the self is 
so called because of our failure to discriminate its 
association with its limiting adjunct, the intellect, for 
it is perceived as associated with the intellect. as the 
planet Ràhu! is with the sun and the moon. The 
intellect is the instrument that helps us in everything, 
like a lamp set in front amidst darkness. It has been 
said, 'It is through the mind that one sees and hears' 
(I. v. 3). Every object is perceived only as associated 
with the light of the intellect, as objects in the dark 
ere lighted up by a lamp placed in front ; the other 
organs are but the channels for the intellect. There- 


1 The ascending node of the moon. 
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fore the self is described in terms of that, as ‘identified - 
with the intellect.' Those! who explain the word 
'Vijanamaya' as a modification of the consciousness 
that is the Supreme Self, evidently go against the 
import of the Srutis, since in the words ‘Vijfiana- 
maya,’ ‘Manomaya,’ etc., the suffix ‘mayat’ denotes 
something else than modification ; and where the mean- 
ing of a word is doubtful, it can be ascertained by a 
reference to a definite use of the word elsewhere, or 
from a supplementary statement ; or else on the 
strength of irrefutable logic. From the use of the 
expression, ‘Through its association with the intellect,'? 
a little further on, and from the words ‘within the 
heart (intellect), the word ‘Vijnanamaya’ ought to 
mean 'identified with the intellect.' 

The locative case in the term ‘im the midst of the 
organs' indicates that the self is different from the 
organs, as 'a rock in the midst of the trees' indicates 
only nearness ; for there is a doubt about the identity 
or difference of the self from the organs. ‘In the midst 
of the organs' means 'different from the organs,' for 
that which is in the midst of certain other things is of 
course different from them, as 'a tree in the midst of 
the rocks. Within the heart: One may think that 
the intellect, which is of the same class as the organs, 
is meant, as being in the midst of the organs. This is 
refuted by the phrase ‘within the heart.’ ‘Heart’ is 


1 The reference is to Bhartrprapafica. 

2 If the self be a modification of the intellect, liberation 
would be impossible. 

3 Sankara here takes the Madhyandina reading ‘Sadhih’ 
instead of ‘Sa hi,’ as in the text he follows. 
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primarily the lotus-shaped lump of flesh ; here it means 
the intellect, which has its seat in the heart. The 
expression therefore means ‘within the intellect.’ The 
word ‘within’ indicates that the self is different from 
the modifications of the intellect. The self is called 
light, because it is self-effulgent, for through this light, 
the self-effulgent Atman, this aggregate of body and 
organs sits, goes out and works, as if it were sentient, 
as a jar placed in the sun (shines). Or as an emerald 
or any other gem, dropped for testing into milk etc., 
imparts its lustre to them, so does this luminous self, 
being finer than even the heart or intellect, unify and 
impart its lustre to the body and organs, including the 
intellect etc., although it is within the intellect ; for 
these have varying degrees of fineness or grossness in 
a certain order,’ and the self is the innermost of 
them ail. 

The intellect, being transparent and next to the 
self, easily catches the reflection of the intelligence of 
the self. Therefore even wise men happen to identify 
themselves with it first ; next comes the Manas, which 
catches the reflection of the self through the intellect ; 
then the organs, through contact with the Manas ; and 
lastly the body, through the organs. Thus the self 
successively illumines with its own intelligence the 
entire aggregate of body and organs. It is therefore 
that all people identify themselves with the body and 
organs and their modifications indefinitely according to 
their discrimination. The Lord also has said in the 


1 From the objects to the self we have an ascending order 
of fineness, and from the self to the objects an ascending 
order of grossness. 


4.3.7] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 613 


Gita, ‘As the one sun, O Arjuna, illumines the whole 
world, so the self, the owner of the field of this body, 
illumines the whole body’ (G. XIII. 33) ; also, ‘(Know) 
the light of the sun (which illumines the entire world, 
to be Mine),’ etc. (G. XV. 12). The Katha Upanisad 
also has it, ‘Eternal in the midst of transitory things, 
the intelligent One among all intelligent beings’ 
(Ka. V. 13) ; also, ‘It shining, everything else shines ; 
this universe shines through Its light’ (Ka. V. 15). 
The Mantra also says, ‘Kindled by which light, the sun 
shines’ (Tai. B. III. xii. 9. 7). Therefore the self is 
the ‘light within the intellect,’ ‘Purusa,’ i.e. infinite 
entity, being all-pervading like the ether. Its self- 
effulgence is infinite, because it is the illuminer of 
everything, but is itself not illumined by anything else. 
This infinite entity of which you ask, ‘Which is the 
self?’ is self-effulgent. 


It has been said that when the external lights that 
help the different organs have ceased to work, the self, 
the infinite entity that is the light within the intellect, - 
helps the organs through the mind. Even when the 
external aids of the organs, viz. the sun and other 
lights, exist, since these latter (being compounds) sub- 
serve the purpose of some other agency, and the body 
and organs, being insentient, cannot exist for them- 
selves, this aggregate of body and organs cannot 
function without the help of the self, the light that lives 
for itself. It is always through the help of the light of 
the self that all our activities take place. ‘This 
intellect and Manas are consciousness. . . . (all these 
are but names of Intelligence or the Atman)’ (Ai. V. 2), 
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says another Sruti, for every act of people is attended 
with the ego, and the reason for this ego! we have 
already stated through the illustration of the emerald. 


Though it is so, yet during the waking state that 
light called the self, being beyond the organs and being 
particularly mixed up in the diversity of functions of 
the body and the organs, internal and external, such 
as the intellect, cannot be shown extricated from them, 
like a stalk of grass from its sheath ; hence, in order to 
show it in the dream state. Yajfiavalkya begins: 
Assuming the likeness . . . tt moves between the two 
worlds. The infinite entity that is the self-effulgent 
Atman, assuming the likeness—of what?—of the 
intellect, which is the topic, and is also contiguous. 
In the phrase, ‘within the heart’ there occurs the 
word ‘heart,’ meaning the intellect, and it is quite 
close ; therefore that is meant. And what is meant by 
‘likeness’? The failure to distinguish (between the 
intellect and the self) as between a horse and a buffalo. 
The intellect is that which is illumined, and the light of 
the self is that which illumines, like light ; and it is well 
known that we cannot distinguish the two. It is because 
light is pure that it assumes the likeness of that which 
it ilumines. When it illumines something coloured, it 
assumes the likeness of that colour. When, for inst- 
ance, it illumines something green, blue or red, it is 
coloured like them. Similarly the self, illumining the 
intellect, illumines through it the entire body and 
organs, as we have already stated through the illustra- ` 


1 The reflection of the self in the intellect constitutes 
this ego. 
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tion of the emerald. Therefore through the similarity 
of the intellect, the self assumes the likeness of every- 
thing. Hence it will be described later on as ‘Identified 
with everything’ (IV. iv. 5). 

Therefore it cannot be taken apart from anything 
else, like a stalk of grass from its sheath, and shown 
in its self-effulgent form. It is for this reason that the 
whole world, to its utter delusion, superimposes all 
activities peculiar to name and form on the self, and all 
attributes of this self-effulgent light on name and form, 
and also superimposes name and form on the light of 
the self, and thinks, ‘This is the self, or is not the self ; 
it has such and such attributes, or has not such and 
such attributes ; it is the agent, or is not the agent ; it 
is pure, or impure ; it is bound. or free ; it is fixed, or 
gone, or come ; it exists. or does not exist,’ and so on. 
Therefore ‘assuming the likeness (of the intellect) it 
moves’ alternately “between the two worlds’—this one 
and the next, the one that has been attained and the 
one that is to be attained—by successively discarding 
the body and organs already possessed, and taking 
new ones, hundreds of them, in an unbroken series. 
This movement between the two worlds is merely due 
to its resembling the intellect—not natural to it. That 
it is attributable to its resembling the limiting adjuncts 
of name and form created by a confusion, and is not 
natural to it, is being stated: Because, assuming the 
likeness (of the intellect), it moves alternately between 
ihe two worlds. The text goes on to show that this is 
a fact of experience. It thinks, as it were: By illu- 
mining the intellect, which does the thinking, through 
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its own self-effulgent light that pervades the intellect, 
the self assumes the likeness of the latter and seems to 
think, just as light (looks coloured). Hence people 
mistake that the self thinks ; but really it does not. 
Likewise it shakes, as it were : When the intellect and 
other organs as well as the Pranas move, the self, which 
illumines them, becomes like them, and therefore seems 
to move rapidly ; but really the light of the self has 
no motion. 


How are we to know that it is owing to the 
delusive likeness of the intellect that the self moves 
between the two worlds and does other activities, and 
not by itself? This is being answered by a statement 
of reason: Being identified with dreams, etc. The 
self seems to become whatever the intellect, which it 
resembles, becomes. Therefore when the intellect turns 
into a dream, i.e. takes on the modification called a 
dream, the self also assumes that form ; when the 
intellect wants to wake up, it too does that. Hence 
the text says: Being identified with dreams, revealing 
the modification known as dreams assumed by the 
intellect, and thereby resembling them, it transcends 
thas world, i.e. the body and organs, functioning in 
the waking state, round which our secular and scrip- 
tural activities are centred. Because the self stands 
revealing by its own distinct light the modification 
known, as dreams assumed by the intellect, therefore it 
must really be self-effulgent, pure and devoid of agent 
and action with its factors and results. It is only the 
likeness of the intellect that gives rise to the delusion 
that the self moves between the two worlds and has 
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other such activities. The forms of death, i.e. work, 
ignorance, etc. Death has no other forms of its own ; 
the body and organs are its forms. Hence the self 
transcends those forms of death, on which actions and 
their results depend. 

Buddhist! objection : We say there is no such 
thing as the light of the self similar to the intellect and 
revealing it, for we experience nothing but the intellect 
either through perception or through inference, just as 
we do not experience a second intellect at the same 
time. You say that since the light that reveals and 
the jar, for instance, that is revealed are not distinguish- 
able in spite of their difference, they resemble each 
other. We reply that in that particular case, the light 
being perceived as different from the jar, there may 
well be similarity between them, because they are 
merely joined together, remaining all the while different. 
But in this case we do not similarly experience either 
through perception or through inference any other light 
revealing the intellect, just as the light reveals the jar. 
It is the intellect which, as the consciousness that 


1 There are four schools of Buddhism, viz. the 
Vaibhásika, Sautrantika, Yogácàra and Madhyamika, all 
maintaining that the universe consists only of ideas and is 
momentary—every idea lasting only for a moment and being 
immediately replaced by another exactly like it. The first 
two scbools both believe in an objective world, of course 
ideal; but whereas the first holds that that world is cognisahle 
through perception, the second maintains that it can only be 
inferred. The third school, also called Vijianavadin, believes 
that there is no external world, and that the subjective world 
alone is real. The last school called also Sünyavàdin 
(nihilist), denies both the worlds. 
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reveals, assumes its own form as well as those of the 
objects. Therefore neither through perception nor 
through inference is it possible to establish a separate 
light which reveals the intellect. 


What has been said above by way of example, 
viz. that there may be similarity between the light that 
reveals and the jar, for instance, that is revealed, 
because they are merely joined together, remaining all 
the while different, has been said only tentatively’; it 
is not that the jar that is revealed is different from the 
light that reveals it. In reality it is the self-luminous 
jar that reveals itself ; for (each moment) a new jar 
is produced, and it is consciousness that takes the form 
of the self-luminous jar or any other object. Such 
being the case, there is no instance of an external object, 
for everything is mere consciousness. 


Thus the Buddhists, after conceiving the intellect 
as tainted by assuming a double form, the revealer and 
the revealed (subject and object), desire to purify it. 
Some of them,? for instance, maintain that conscious- 
ness is untrammelled by the dualism of subject and 
object, is pure and momentary ; others want to deny 
that even. For instance, the Madhyamikas hold that 
consciousness is free from the dual aspect of subject 
and object, hidden and simply void, like the external 
objects such as a Jar. 

All these assumptions are contradictory to this 
Vedic path of well-being that we are discussing, since 


1 This is the view of the Yogàcára school as opposed to 
that of the first two. 
2 The Yogácàras. 
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they deny the light of the self as distinct from the 
body and illumining the consciousness of the intellect. 
Now to those who believe in an objective world we 
reply: Objects such as a jar are not self-luminous : 
a jar in darkness never reveals itself, but is noticed as 
being regularly revealed by coming in contact with the 
light of a lamp etc. Then we say that the jar is 
in contact with light. Even though the jar and the 
light are in contact, they are distinct from each other, 
for we see their difference, as between a rope and 
a jar, when they repeatedly come in contact and are 
disjoined. This distinction means that the jar is 
revealed by something else; it certainly does not 
reveal itself. 

Objection : But do we not see that a lamp reveals 
itself? People do not use another light to see a lamp, 
as they do in the case of a jar etc. Therefore a lamp 
reveals itself. 

Reply : No, for there is no difference as regards 
its being revealed by something else (the self). Al- 
though a lamp, being luminous, reveals other things, 
yet it is, just like a jar etc., invariably revealed by an 
intelligence other than itself. Since this is so, the 
lamp cannot but be revealed by something other than 
itself. 

Objection: But there is a difference. A jar, 
even though revealed by an intelligence, requires a light 
different from itself (to manifest it), while the lamp 
does not require another lamp. Therefore the lamp, 
although revealed by something else, reveals itself as 
well as the jar. 

Reply : Not so, for there is no difference, directly 
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or indirectly (between a jar and a lamp). As the jar 
is revealed by an intelligence, so is equally the lamp. 
Your statement that the lamp reveals both itself and 
the jar is wrong. Why? Because what can its condi- 
tion be when it does not reveal itself? As a matter of 
fact, we notice no difference in it, either directly or 
indirectly. A thing is said to be revealed only when 
we notice some difference in it through the presence ot 
absence of the revealing agent. But there can be no 
question of a lamp being present before or absent from 
itself ; and when no difference is caused by the presence 
or absence, it is idle to say that the lamp reveals itself. 


But as regards being revealed by an intelligence 
the lamp is on a par with the jar etc. Therefore the 
lamp is not an illustration in point to show that 
consciousness (of the intellect) reveals itself ; it is 
revealed by an intelligence just as much as the external 
objects are. Now, if consciousness is revealed by an 
intelligence, which consciousness is it?——the one that 
is revealed (the consciousness of the intellect), or the 
one that reveals (i.e. the consciousness of the self)? 
Since there is a doubt on the point, we should infer 
on the analogy of observed facts, not contrary to tbem. 
Such being the case, just as we see that external objects 
such as a lamp are revealed by something different 
from them (the self), so also should consciousness— 
although it reveals other things like a lamp--be 
inferred, on the ground of its being revealed by an 
intelligence, to be revealed not by itself, but by an 
intelligence different from it. And that other entity 
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which reveals consciousness is the self—the intelligence 
which is different from that consciousness. 


Objection : But that would lead to a regressus in 
infinitum. 


Reply : No; it has only been stated on logical 
grounds that because consciousness is an object revealed 
by something, the latter must be distinct from that 
consciousness. Obviously there cannot be any infal- 
lible ground for inferring that the self literally reveals 
the consciousness in question, or that, as the witness, 
it requires another agency to reveal it. Therefore 
there is no question of a regressus in infinitum. 


Objection : If consciousness is revealed by some- 
thing else, some means of revelation is required, and 
this would again lead to a regressus in infinitum. 


Reply : No, for there is no such restriction ; it is 
not a universal rule. We cannot lay down an absolute 
condition that whenever something is revealed by 
another, there must be some means of revelation 
besides the two—that which reveals and that which is 
revealed, for we observe diversity of conditions. For 
instance, a jar is perceived by something different 
from itself, viz. the self ; here light such as' that of a 
lamp, which is other than the perceiving subject and 
the perceived object, is a means. The light of the 
lamp etc. is neither a part of the jar nor of the eye. 
But though the lamp, like the jar, is perceived by the 
eye, the latter does not require any external means 
corresponding to the light, over and above the lamp 
(which is the object). Hence we can never lay down 
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the rule that wherever a thing is perceived by some- 
thing else, there must be some means besides the two. 
Therefore, if consciousness is admitted to be revealed 
by a subject different from it, the charge of a 
regressus in infinitum, either through the means or 
through the perceiving subject (the self), is altogether 
untenable. Hence it is proved that there is another 
light, viz. the light of the self, which is different from 
consciousness. 


Objection (by the idealist): We say there is no 
external object like the jar etc., or the lamp, apart 
from consciousness ; and it is commonly observed that 
a thing which is not perceived apart from something 
else is nothing but the latter ; as for instance things 
such as the jar and cloth seen in dream consciousness. 
Because. we do not perceive the jar, lamp and so forth 
seen in a dream, apart from the dream consciousness, 
we take it for granted that they are nothing but the 
latter. Similarly in the waking state, the jar, lamp 
and so forth, not being perceived apart from the con- 
sciousness of that state, should be taken merely as that 
consciousness and nothing more. Therefore there is no 
external object such as the jar or lamp, and every- 
thing is but consciousness. Hence your statement that 
‘since consciousness is revealed, like the jar etc., by 
something else, there is another light besides conscious- 
hess, is groundless ; for everything being but conscious- 
ness, there is no illustration to support you. 


Reply: No, for you admit the existence of the 
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external world to a certain extent. You do not al- 
together deny it. 

Objection: We deny it absolutely. 

Reply: No. Since the words ‘consciousness,’ 
‘jar’ and ‘lamp’ are different and have different 
meanings, you cannot help admitting to a certain 
extent the existence of external objects. If you do 
not admit the existence of objects different from con- 
sciousness, words such as ‘consciousness,’ ‘jar’ and 
‘cloth,’ having the same meaning, would be synony- 
mous. Similarly, the means being identical with the 
result, your scriptures inculcating a difference between 
them would be useless, and their author (Buddha) 
would be charged with ignorance. 

Moreover, you yourself admit that a debate 
between rivals as well as its defects are different from 
consciousness. You certainly do not consider the 
debate and its defects to be identical with one’s con- 
sciousness, for the opponent, for instance, has to be 
refuted. Nobody admits that it is either his own 
consciousness or his own self that is meant to be 
refuted ; were it so, all human activities would stop. 
Nor do you assume that the opponent perceives him- 
self ; rather you take it for granted that he is perceived 
by others. Therefore we conclude that the whole 
objective world is perceived by something other than 
itself, because it is an object of our perception in the 
waking state, just like other objects perceived in that 
state, such as the opponent—which is an easy enough 
illustration ; or as one series! of (momentary) con- 


l'The series called Hari, for instance, is perceived by the 
series called Rama. 
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sciousness, or any single one! of them, is perceived by 
another of the same kind. Therefore not even the 
idealist can deny the existence of another light different 
from consciousness. 


Objection: You are wrong to say that there is 
an external world, since in dreams we perceive nothing 
but consciousness. 


Reply : No, for even from this absence of ex- 
ternal objects we can demonstrate their difference from 
consciousness. You yourself have admitted that in 
dreams the consciousness of a jar or the like is real ; 
but in the same breath you say that there is no jar 
apart from that consciousness! The point is, whether 
the jar which forms the object of that consciousness is 
unreal or real, in either case you have admitted that 
the consciousness of the jar is real,? and it cannot be 
denied, for there is no reason to support the denial. 
By this? the theory of the voidness of everything is 
also refuted ; as also the Mimarhsaka view that the 
Self is perceived by the individual self as the 'I'.* 

Your statement that every moment a different 
jar in contact with light is produced, is wrong, for 
even at a subsequent moment we recognise it to be 
the same jar. 


1 Buddha’s knowledge, for instance, perceives that of any 
ordinary mortal. 

2 The reality of the consciousness presupposes the exist- 
ence of external objects, which alone determine the form of 
that consciousness. 

3 The impossibility of doing away with the distinction 
between knowledge and the object known. 

* For the same thing cannot be both subject and object. 
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Objection : The recognition may be due to simi- 
larity, as in the case of hair, nails, etc. that have been 
cut and have grown anew. 

Reply: Wo, for even in that case the momen- 
tariness is disproved. Besides, the recognition is due 
merely to an identity of species. When the hair, nails, 
etc. have been cut and have grown again, there being 
an identity of species as hair, nails, etc., their recog- 
nition as such due to that identity is unquestionable. 
But when we see the hair, nails, etc. that have grown 
again after being cut, we never have the idea that they 
are, individually, those identical hairs or nails. When 
after a great lapse of time we see on a person hair, 
nails, etc. of the same size as before, we perceive that 
the hair, nails, etc. we see at that particular moment 
are like those seen on the previous occasion, but never 
that they are the same ones. But in the case of a jar 
etc. we perceive that they are identical. Therefore the 
two cases are not parallel. 


When a thing is directly recognised as identical, 
it is improper to infer that it is something else, for 
when an inference contradicts perception, the ground 
of such inference becomes fallacious. Moreover, the 
perception of similarity is impossible because of the 
momentariness of knowledge (held by you). The per- 
ception of similarity takes place when one and the 
same person sees two things at different times. But 
according to you the person who sees a thing does not 
exist till the next moment to see another thing, for 
consciousness, being momentary, ceases to be as soon 
as it has seen some one thing. To explain: The 


40 
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perception of similarity takes the form of 'This is like 
that.' 'That' refers to the remembrance of some- 
thing seen; ‘this’ to the perception of something 
present. If after remembering the past experience 
denoted by 'that,' consciousness should linger till the 
present moment referred to by 'this, then the doctrine 
of momentariness would be gone. If, however, the 
remembrance terminates with the notion of 'that,' and 
a different perception relating to the present (arises 
and) dies with the notion of ‘this,’ then no perception 
of similarity expressed by, 'This is like that,' will 
result, as there will be no single consciousness perceiv- 
ing more than one thing (so as to draw the comparison). 
Moreover, it will be impossible to describe our experi- 
ences. Since consciousness ceases to be just after 
seeing what was to be seen, we cannot use such expres- 
sions as, ‘Į see this,’ or ‘I saw that,’ for the person 
who has seen them will not exist till the moment of 
making these utterances. Or, if he does, the doctrine 
of momentariness will be contradicted. If, on the 
other hand, the person who makes these utterances 
and perceives the similarity is other than the one who 
saw those things, then, like the remarks of a man born 
blind about particular colours and his perception of 
their similarity, the writing of scriptural books by the 
omniscient Buddha and other such things will all 
become an instance of the blind following the blind. 
But this is contrary to your views. Moreover, the 
charges of obtaining results of actions not done and not 
obtaining those of actions already done, are quite 
patent in the doctrine of momentariness. 
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Objection * It is possible to describe a past ex- 
perience by means of a single chain-like perception 
that takes place so as to include both the preceding 
and the succeeding perception, and this also accounts 
for the comparison, 'This is like that.' 


Reply : Not so, for the past and the present per- 
ceptions belong to different times. The present percep- 
tion is one link of the chain and the past perception 
another, and these two perceptions belong to different 
times. If the chain-like perception touches the objects 
of both these perceptions, then the same consciousness 
extending over two moments, the doctrine of momen- 
tariness again falls to the ground. And such distinc- 
tions as ‘mine’ and ‘yours’ being impossible,’ all our 
dealings in the world will come to naught. 

Moreover, since you hold everything to be but 
consciousness perceptible only to itself, and at the 
same time say that consciousness is by nature but the 
reflection of pellucid knowledge, and since there is no 
other witness to it, it is impossible to regard it as 
various such as transitory, painful, void and unreal. 
Nor can consciousness be treated as having many 
contradictory parts, like a pomegranate etc., for 
according to you it is of the nature of pellucid 
knowledge. Moreover, if the transitoriness, painful- 
ness, etc. are parts of consciousness, the very fact that 
they are perceived will throw them into the category 
of objects, different from the subject. If, on the other 
hand, consciousness is essentially transitory, painful 


2 Since there is only one consciousness, and that also 
momentary. | 
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and so on, then it is impossible to conceive that it will 
become pure by getting rid of those characteristics, 
for a thing becomes pure by getting rid of the im- 
purities that are connected with it, as in the case of a 
mirror etc., but it can never divest itself of its natural 
property. Fire, for instance, is never seen to part 
with its natural light or heat. Although the redness 
and other qualities of a flower are seen to be removed 
by the addition of other substances, yet even there 
we infer that those features were the result of previous 
combinations, for we observe that by subjecting the 
seeds to a particular process, a different quality is 
imparted to flowers, fruits, etc. Hence consciousness 
cannot be conceived to be purified. | 


Besides you conceive consciousness to be impure 
when it appears in the dual character of subject and 
object. That too is impossible, since it does not come 
in contact with anything else. A thing cannot surely 
come in contact with something that does not exist ; 
and when there is no contact with anything else, the 
properties that are observed in a thing belong naturally 
to it, and cannot be separated from it, as the heat of 
fire, or the light of the sun. Therefore we conclude 
that your assumption that consciousness becomes im- 
pure by coming temporarily in contact with something 
else, and is again free from this impurity, is merely 
an instance of the blind following the blind, and is 
unsupported by any evidence. 

Lastly, the Buddhistic assumption that the ex- 
tinction of that consciousness is the highest end of 
human life, is untenable, for there is no récipient óf 
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results. For a person who has got a thorn stuck into 
him, the relief of the pain caused by it is the result 
(he seeks); but if he dies, we do not find any recipient 
of the resulting cessation of pain. Similarly, if con- 
sciousness is altogether extinct and there is nobody to 
reap that benefit, to talk of it as the highest end of 
human life is meaningless. If that very entity or self, 
designated by the word  'person'— consciousness, 
according to you—whose well-being is meant, is 
extinct, for whose sake will the highest end be? But 
those who (with us) believe in a self different from 
consciousness and witnessing many objects, will find 
it easy to explain all phenomena such as the remem- 
brance of things previously seen and the contact and 
cessation of pain—the impurity, for instance, being 
ascribed to contact with extraneous things, and the 
purification to dissociation from them. As for the 
view of the nihilist, since it is contradicted by all the 
evidences of knowledge, no attempt is being made to 
refute it. 


an ai gen sea: SIRE QRIHTR: 
—aqafa: sus, a senaa—feraarn:— 
nat faer i < 


(© 8. That man,’ when he is born, or attains 
a body, is connected with evils (the body and 
organs) ; and when he dies, or leaves the body, 
he discards those evils. 


r .1The individual self. So also in the next few para- 


„graphs, CAM ON 
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Just as in this world a man, in the same body, 
is identified with dreams and in that state lives in the 
light that is his own self, transcending the body and 
organs, so is that man who is being discussed, when 
he is born, connected with evils, i.e. with their in- 
separable concomitants or effects, the body and organs, 
which are the support of merit and demerit. How is 
he born? When he attains a body, with the organs 
and all, i.e. identifies himself with it. When that 
very person dies, or leaves the body, to take another 
body in turn, he discards those evils, i.e. the body 
and organs, which àre but forms of evil and have 
fastened themselves on him. The phrase 'leaves the 
body’ is an explanation of ‘dies.’ Just as in his 
present body he, resembling the intellect, continuously 
moves between the waking and dream states by alter- 
nately taking and giving up the body and organs, 
which are but forms of evil, so does he continuously 
move between this ànd the next world by alternately 
taking and giving up the body and organs, by way 
of birth and death, until he attains liberation. There- 
fore'it is proved from this conjunction and disjunction 
that the light of the self about which we have, been 
talking is distinct from these evils, the body and 
organs, Ese dnos 


It may be contended that there are not those two 
worlds between which the man can move alternately 
through birth and death as between the waking and 
dream states. The latter of course are matters of 
experience, but the two worlds are not known through 
any means of knowledge. Therefore these waking and 
dream states themselves must be the two worlds in 
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question. This is being answered by the following 
text: 


TEA TT Uer quer FTA Tara Wqdo— a 
(CIE a; weed qa caved: aieueqed 
eura fere 8 sa cara qxata— gd st qui vga st | 
aa RASA AFRUA wala AMRANT- 
yaaa aaa aia; a aa eah, 
ACA emer Salad! arsamagrar wei fara, way 
fata, a ura, wa wnfas ocealefa, sem 


quw: equ stria te ou 


9. That man has only two abodes, this and 
the next world. The dream state, which is the 
third, is at the junction (of the two). Staying 
at that junction he surveys the two abodes, this 
and the next world. Whatever outfit he may 
have for the next world, providing himself with 
that he sees both evils (sufferings) and joys. 
When he dreams, he takes away a little of (the 
impressions of) this all-embracing world (the 
waking state), himself puts the body aside and 
himself creates (a dream body in its place), 
revealing his own lustre by his own light—and 
dreams. In this state the man himself becomes 
the light. 

That man has only two abodes, no third or fourth. 
Which are they? This and the next world. The 
present life, consisting of the body, organs, objects 
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and their impressions, which we now perceive, and 
the future life to be experienced after we have given 
up the body and the rest. 

Objection : Is not the dream state also the next 
world? In that case the assertion about ‘only two 
abodes' is wrong. | 

Reply: No, the dream state, which is the third, 
is at the junction of this and the next world ; hence 
the definite pronouncement about two abodes. The 
junction of two villages does not certainly count as a 
third village. How do we know about the existence 
of the next world, in relation to which the dream state 
may be at the junction? Because staying at that 
junction he surveys the two abodes. Which are the 
two? This and the next world. Therefore, over and 
above the waking and dream states, there are the two 
worlds between which the man (the individual self), 
resembling the intellect, moves, in an unbroken series ` 
ot births and deaths. 

How does he, staying in the dream state, survey 
the two worlds, what help does he take, and what 
process does he follow? This is being answered: 
Listen how he surveys them. Whatever outfit— 
‘Akrama’ is that by means of which one proceeds, i.e. 
support or outfit—the man may have for the attain- 
ment of the next world, i.e. whatever knowledge, 
work and previous experience he may have for this 
end, providing himself with that—just ready to take 
him to the next world, like a seed about to sprout— 
‘he sees both evils and joys. The plural is due to the 
varied results of virtue and vice, meaning both kinds. 
“Evils’ refer to their results, or sufferings, for they 
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themselves cannot be directly experienced ;. the, joys 
are the results of virtue. He feels both sufferings and 
joys consisting of the impressions of experiences -of 
previous lives ; while those glimpses of the results of 
merits: and: demerits that are to come in his future life, 
he experiences through the urge of those merits and 
demerits, or through the grace of the gods. How are 
we to know that in dreams one experiences the suffer- 
ings and joys that are to come in the next life? The 
answer is: Because one dreams many things that are 
never to be experienced in this life. Moreover, a 
dream is not an entirely new experience, for most 
often it is the memory of past experiences. Hence 
we conclude that the two worlds exist apart from the 
waking and dream states. | 


An objection is raised: It has been said that in 
the absence of the external lights such as the sun, the 
man identified with the body and organs lives and 
moves in the world with the help of the light of the 
self, which is different from the body and organs. 
But we say that there is never an.absence of lights 
such as the sun to make it possible for one to perceive 
this self-effulgent light as isolated from the body and 
organs, because we perceive these as always in contact 
with those external lights. Therefore the self as an 
absolute, isolated light is almost or wholly a nonentity. 
If, however, it is ever perceived as an absolute, 
isolated light free from the contact of the elements and 
their derivatives, external and internal, then all your 
statements will be correct. This. is being answered, 'as 
follows: S. d P a TEES 
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When he, the self that is being discussed, dreams 
freely, what is his outfit then, and in what way does 
he dream, or attain the junction between this world 
and the next? The answer is being given: He takes 
away a little of this all-embracing world, or the world 
we experience in the waking state.  'All-embracing' 
(Sarvavat'): Lit. protecting or taking care of every- 
thing ; it refers to the body and organs in contact with 
sense-objects and their reactions. Their all-embracing 
character has been explained in the section dealing 
with the three kinds of food in the passage beginning 
with, ‘Now this self,’ etc. (I. iv. 16). Or the word 
may mean, possessing all the elements and their deri- 
vatives, which? serve to attach him to the world ; in 
other words, the waking state.—‘Sarvavat’ is the same 
as 'Sarvavat.—He detaches a portion of these, i.e. 
is tinged by the impressions of the present life. Him- 
self puts the body aside, lit. kills it, i.e. makes it inert 
or unconscious. In the waking state the sun and other 
deities help the eyes etc. so that the body may 
function, and the body functions because the self 
experiences the results of its merits and demerits. The 
cessation of the experience of those results in this body 
is due to the exhaustion of the work done by the self ; 
hence the self is described as killing the body. And 
himself creates a dream body composed of past im- 
pressions, like one created by magic. This creation 


1 Two derivations are given. In the first ‘Sarva’ (all) 
is joined to the verb 'Ava,' to protect; in the second it 
takes the suffix ‘vat,’ denoting possession. E 


2 In their threefold division, pertaining to the body etc. 
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too is the consequence of his past work ; hence it is 
spoken of as being created by him.  Revealing his 
own lustre, consisting in the perception of sense-objects, 
the mind itself being modified in the form of diverse 
impressions of the latter. It is these modifications that 
then take the place of objects, and are spoken of as 
being themselves of the nature of lustre in that state. 
With this his own lustre as object, and revealing it 
(the mass of impressions of sense-objects) by his own 
light, i.e. as the detached subject or witness possessing 
constant vision, he dreams. Being in this state is called 
dreaming. In this state, at this time, the man, or self, 
himself becomes the detached light, free from the 
contact of the elements and their derivatives, external 
and internal. 


Objection: It is stated that the self then has 
glimpses of the impressions of the waking state. If so, 
how can it be said that 'in that state the man himself 
becomes the light'? 


Reply : There is nothing wrong in it, because the 
glimpses are but objects (not the subject). In that 
way alone can the man be shown to be himself the 
light then, and not otherwise, when there is no object 
to be revealed as in profound sleep. When, however, 
that lustre consisting of the impressions of the waking 
state is perceived as an object, then, like a sword 
drawn from its sheath, the light of the self, the eternal 
witness, unrelated to anything and distinct from the 
body and the organs such as the eye, is realised as 
it is, revealing everything. Therefore it is proved. 
that ‘in that state the man himself becomes the light.’ 
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Objection : How can the man himself be the 
light in dreams, when we come across at that time all 
the phenomena of the waking state dependent on the 
relation between the subject and object, and the lights 
such as the sun are seen to help the eye and other 
organs just the same as in the waking state? In the 
face of these how can the assertion be made that 'in 
that state the man himself becomes the light' ? 

Reply : Because the phenomena of dreams are 
different. In the waking state the light of the self is 
mixed up with the functions of the organs, intellect, 
Manas, (external) lights, etc. But in dreams, since 
the organs do not act and the lights such as the sun 
that help them are absent, the self becomes distinct 
and isolated. Hence the dream state is different. 

Objection : The sense-objects are perceived in 
dreams just the same as in the waking state. How 
then do you adduce their difference on the ground that 
the organs do not function then? 


Reply : Listen— 


Tax cp a comm a Ter vated, ae 
Carer: QA; A aaa Ae A 
afer, MARAT, Ba: Ta: BAA, A aT Bre: 
quater: gredi aa, wer aera qenftei: 
mad: qnaa ; a fu wat go n 


IO. There are no chariots, nor animals to be 
yoked to them, nor roads there, but he creates 
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the chariots, animals and roads. There are no 
pleasures, joys, or delights there, but he creates 
the pleasures, joys and delights. There are no 
pools, tanks, or rivers there, but he creates the 
pools, tanks and rivers. For he is the agent. 


There are no objects such as chariots there, in 
dreams. Nor are there animals to be yoked to them, 
such as horses ; nor roads for the chariots. But he 
himself creates the chariots, animals and roads. But 
how does he create them, since there are no trees etc., 
which are the means of the chariots and so forth? 
The reply is being given: It has been said (par. 9), 
‘He takes away a little of this all-embracing world, 
himself puts the body aside, and himself creates.’ The 
modifications of the mind are a little of this world, i.e. 
are its impressions ; the former, detaching the latter— 
in other words, being transformed into the impressions 
of chariots etc.—and being stimulated by the indi- 
vidual's previous work, which is the cause of their per- 
ception, appear as the sense-objects ; this is expressed 
by the words 'and himself creates,' and also by the 
clause, 'He creates the chariots, etc. Really there 
are neither activities of the organs nor lights such as 
the sun that help them, nor objects such as the chariots 
to be illumined by them, but only their impressions 
are visible, having no existence apart from the palp- 
able modifications of the mind that are stimulated by 
'the individual's previous work, which is the cause of 
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the perception of those impressions. ‘The light with 
constant vision that witnesses them, the light of the 
self, is perfectly isolated in this state, like a sword 
separated from its sheath. 

Likewise there are no pleasures, kinds of happi- 
ness, joys such as those caused by the birth of a son 
.etc., or delights, which are those very joys magnified, 
but he creates the pleasures, etc. Likewise there are 
no pools, tanks or rivers there, but he creates the pools 
etc. in the form of impressions only. For he ts the 
agent. We have already said that his agency consists 
in merely being the cause of the work that generates 
the modifications of the mind representing those im- 
pressions. Direct activity is then out of the question, 
for there are no means. Activity is impossible. with- 
out its factors. In dreams there cannot be any factors 
of an action such as hands and feet. But in the 
waking state, when they are present, the body and 
organs, illumined by the light of the self, perform 
work that (later on) produce the modifications of the 
mind representing the impressions of the chariot etc. 
Hence it is said, ‘For he is the agent.” This has been 
stated in the passage, ‘It is through the light of the 
self that he sits, goes out, works and returns’ (IV. 
iii. 6). There too, strictly speaking, the light of the 
self has no direct agency, except that it is the illuminer 
of everything. The light of the self, which is Pure 
Intelligence, illumines the body and organs through 
the mind, and they perform their functions being 
illumined by it; hence in the passage quoted the 
agency of the self is merely figurative. What has 
been stated in the passage, 'It thinks, as it were, and 
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shakes, as it were' (IV. iii. 7), is here repeated in the 
clause, ‘For he is the agent,’ in order to furnish a 
reason.! 
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II. Regarding this there are the following 
verses : 


‘The radiant infinite being (Purusa) who 
moves alone puts the body aside in the dream 
state, and himself awake and taking the shining 
functions of the organs with him, watches those 
that are asleep. Again he comes to the waking 
state. 

Regarding this subject that has just been treated 
of, there are the following verses or Mantras: 


The radiant—hnt. golden ; the light that is Pure 
Intelligence—infinite being who moves alone through 
the waking and dream states, this world and the next, 
and so on, puts the body aside, makes it inert, in the 
dream state, and himself awake, being possessed of the 
constant power of vision etc., and taking the shining 
—lit. pure—/junctions of the organs with him, watches 


1 For the creation of chariots ete.! in -dreams. 
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those that are asleep, all external and internal things 
thdt are ‘centred in the modifications of the mind and 
appear as impressions—things that have ceased to be 
in their own forms. In other words, he reveals them 
through his own constant vision. Again he’ comes to 
the waking state, to work. 


MAA TAAL FETE 
finer | 
EIL bi. 
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. 32. ‘The radiant infinite being who is 
immortal and moves alone preserves the unclean 
nest (of a body) with the help of the vital force, 
and roams out of the nest. Himself immortal, 
he. goes wherever he likes. 


Likewise he preserves the unclean—lit. worthless 
nesi, the body, extremely loathsome as consisting of 
many filthy things, with the help of the vital force that 
has a fivefold function—otherwise it would be taken 
for dead—but he himself roams out of that nest. 
Though he dreams staying in the body, yet, having 
‘ho connection with it like the ether in the body, he is 
said to be roaming out. Himself immortal, he goes 
wherever he likes: For whatever objects his desire is - 
roused, he attains them in the form of impressions. - 


CANA GANTT TAT AY | 
ESUEX LO SEM 
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saa ei: ae Wut 
sazaa wari qme N 23 N 


I3. 'In the dream world, the shining one, 
attaining higher and lower states, puts forth 
innumerable forms. He seems to be enjoying 
himself in the company of women, or laughing, 
or even seeing frightful things. 

Further, in the dream world, the shining one, 
attaining higher and lower states, as gods and animals, 
for instance, puts forth innumerable forms, as impres- 
sions. He seems to be enjoying himself in the com- 
pany of women, or laughing with friends, or even 
seeing frightful things, such as lions and tigers. 


aranne geal, a d quio wera d m | 

d ard drag: 1) gisi grew vale 
qus oa RRI ad aag, ma 
wuredu ga; af aa maala au ga A; 
aati quu: waa sA, aise dd uus 
qurfa, aa seat faster ster n tu N 


I4. 'Everybody sees his sport, but nobody 
sees him.’ They say, ‘Do not wake him up 
suddenly.' If he does not find the right organ, 
the body becomes difficult to doctor. Others, 
however, say that the dream state of a man is 
nothing but the waking state, because he sees in 
dreams only those things that he sees in the 

4I 
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waking state. (This is wrong.) ‘In the dream 
state the man himself becomes the light. ‘TI give 
you a thousand (cows), sir. Please instruct me 
further about liberation.’ 

Everybody sees his sport, consisting of the im- 
pressions of villages, cities, women, eatables, etc., 
conjured by the self, but nobody sees him. What a 
pity that although the self is totally distinct from the 
body and organs and is present before their very eyes, 
people are yet unfortunafe enough not to see it, not- 
withstanding its capacity of being seen! This is how 
the Sruti is sympathising with mankind. The idea is 
that in dreams the self becomes altogether distinct and 
is itself the light. 

They say, “Do not wake him up suddenly.’ There 
is also a popular belief that proves the self to be 
distinct from the body and organs in dreams. What 
is that? Physicians and others say, ‘Do not wake up 
a sleeping man suddenly or violently.’ They say so 
only because they see that (in dreams) the self goes 
out of the body of the waking state through the gates 
of the organs and remains isolated outside. They also 
see the possibility of harm in this, viz. that if the self 
is violently roused, it may not find those gates of the 
organs. This is expressed as follows: If he does not 
find the right organ, the body becomes difficult to 
doctor. The self may not get back to those gates of 
the organs through which it went out, taking the shin- 
ing functions of the latter, or it may misplace these 
functions. In that case defects such as blindness and 
deafness may result, and the body may find it difficult 
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to treat them. Therefore from the above popular 
notion also we can understand the self-luminosity of 
the Atman in dreams. 

Being identified with dreams, the self transcends 
the forms of death ; therefore in dreams it is itself the 
light. Others, however, say that the dream state of 
a man is nothing but the waking state—that the dream 
state, which is the junction between this world and 
the next, is not a state distinct from either of them, 
but identical with this world, i.e. the waking state. 
Supposing this is so, what follows from this? Listen. 
If the dream state is nothing but the waking state, the 
self is not dissociated from the body and organs, but 
rather mixed up with them ; hence the self is not itself 
the light. So in order to refute the self-luminosity of 
the Atman, these people say that the dream state is 
identical with the waking state. And they state their 
reason for taking it as the waking state: Because a 
man sees tn dreams only those things, elephants etc., 
that he sees in the waking state. All this is wrong, 
because then the organs are at rest. One dreams only 
when the organs have ceased to function. Therefore 
no other light (than the self) can exist in that state. 
This has been expressed by the words, ‘There are no 
chariots, nor animals,’ etc. (IV. iii. 10). Therefore in 
the dream state the man himself undoubtedly becomes 
the light. 

By the illustration of dreams it has been proved 
that there is the self-luminous Atman, and that it 
transcends the forms of death. Since it alternately 
moves between this world and the next, and so on, 
it is distinct from them. Likewise it is distinct from 


644 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD (4.3.14 


the nests of the waking and dream states. And 
Yajnavalkya has proved that since it moves alternately 
from one to the other, it is eternal. Hence, to requite 
the knowledge received, Janaka offers a thousand 
cows. ‘Because you have thus instructed me, I give 
you a thousand cows, sir. You have permitted me 
to ask any question I like, and I want to ask about 
liberation. What you have told me about the self is 
helpful for that ; as subserving that end, however, it 
is only a part of what I want. Hence I request you 
to instruct me further about liberation, so that 1 may 
hear the decision about the whole of my desired ques- 
tion, and through your grace be altogether free trom 
this relative existence.’ The gift of a thousand cows 
is for the solution of a part of the meaning of the term 
‘liberation.’ 

What was stated at the beginning of this section, 
viz. ‘It is through the light of the self that he sits,’ 
etc. (IV. iii. 6), has been proved in the dream state 
by a reference to the experiences of that state in the 
passage, ‘In this state the man (self) himself becomes 
the light’ (IV. ii. 9). But regarding the statement, 
“Being identified with dreams, it transcends this world 
—the forms of death (ignorance etc.)’ (IV. iii. 7), it is 
contended that the self transcends merely the forms 
of death, not death itself. We see it plainly in dreams 
that although the self is separated from the body and 
organs, it experiences joy, fear, etc.; therefore it 
certainly does not transcend death, for we see the 
effects of death (i.e. work) such as joy and fear at the 
time. If it is naturally handicapped by death, then. 
it cannot attain liberation, for nobody can part with | 

4 
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his nature. If, however, death is not the nature of 
the self, then liberation from it will be possible. In 
order to show that death is not the natural character- 
istic of the self, Yajflavalkya, already prompted by 
Janaka with the words, ‘Please insiruct me further 
about liberation' (IV. iii. r4), sets himself to this 
task : 


a aay Gene e Tura tar aRar, ey a qua 
a qd s, ga: ara clameqeala ean; 4 
aaa fafacqqcaeamaea waft, aagt ur 
get eff, qaam, zii Sa uui 
eatin, aa gut faeta arte i 8% 


15. After enjoying himself and roaming, and 
merely seeing (the results of) good and evil (in 
dreams), he (stays) in a state of profound sleep, 
and comes back in the inverse order to his former 
condition, the dream state. He is untouched by 
whatever he sees in that state, for this infinite 
being is unattached. ‘It is just so, Yajna- 
valkya. I give you a thousand (cows), sir. 
Please instruct me further about liberation 
itself.’ 


He, the self-luminous being who is under con- 
sideration, and who has been pointed out in the dream 
state, (stays) in a state of profound sleep, ‘Samprasada’ 
—the state of highest serenity. In the waking state 
a man gets impurities due to the commingling of in- 
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numerable activities of the body and organs ; he gcts 
a little joy by discarding them in dreams ; but in pro- 
found sleep he gets the highest serenity ; hence this 
state is called 'Samprasada.' The self in a state of 
profound sleep will be later on described as, ‘For he 
is then beyond all the woes of his heart’ (IV. iii. 22), 
and ‘Pure like water, one, and the witness’ (IV. iii. 
32). He stays in a state of profound sleep, having 
gradually attained the highest serenity. How does he 
attain it? After enjoying himself—just before passing 
into the state of profound sleep—in the dream state 
itself, by having a sight etc. of his friends and relatives, 
and roaming, sporting in various ways, i.e. experi- 
encing the fatigue due to it, and merely seeing, not 
doing, good and evil, i.e. their results (pleasure and 
pain). We have already said (p. 633) that good and 
evil cannot be directly visualised. Hence he is not 
fettered by them. Only one who does good and evil 
is so fettered ; one certainly cannot come under their 
binding influence by merely seeing them. Therefore, 
being identified with dreams, the self transcends death 
also, not merely its forms. Hence death cannot be 
urged to be its nature. Were it so, the self would be 
doing things in dreams ; but it does not. If activity 
be the nature of the self, it will never attain Jiberation ; 
but it is not, for it is absent in dreams. Hence the 
self can get rid of death in the form of good and evil. 


Objection : But is not activity its nature in the 
waking state? 


Reply : No, that is due to its limiting adjuncts, 
the intellect etc. This has been proved on the ground! 
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of apparent activity from the text, ‘It thinks, as it 
were, and shakes, as it were’ (IV. iii. 7). Therefore, 
since the self wholly transcends the forms of death in 
dreams, death can never be urged to be natural to it, 
nor is liberation an impossibility. ‘Roaming’ in that 
state, i.e. experiencing the resulting fatigue, and after- 
‘wards experiencing the state of profound sleep, he 
comes back in the inverse order of that by which he 
went, i.e. retracing his steps, to his former condition, 
viz. the dream state. It was out of this that he 
passed into the state of profound sleep, and now he 
returns to it. 

It may be asked, how is one to know that a man 
does not do good and evil in dreams, but merely sces 
their results? Rather the presumption is that as he 
does good and evil in the waking state, so he does 
them in the dream state also, for the experience is the 
same in both cases. This is being answered: He, the 
self, is untouched by whatever results of good and evil 
he sees in that dream state. If he actually did any- 
thing in dreams, he would be bound by it; and it 
would pursue him even after he woke up. But it is 
not known in everyday life that he is pursued by deeds 
done in dreams. Nobody considers himself a sinner 
on account of sins committed in dreams ; nor do people 
who have heard of them condemn or shun him. There- 
fore he is certinly untouched by them. Hence he 
only appears to be doing things in dreams, but actually 
there is no activity. The verse has been quoted: 'He 
seems to be enjoying himself in the company of 
women' (IV. iii. 13). And those who describe their 
dream experiences use the words 'as if' in this connec- 
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tion, as, for instance, ‘I saw to-day as if a herd ot 
elephants was running.' Therefore the self has no 
activity (in dreams). 


How is it that it has no activity? (This is being 
explained:) We see that an action is caused by the 
contact of the body and organs, which have form, 
with something else that has form. We never see a 
formless thing being active ; and the self is formless, 
hence it is unattached. And because this self is un- 
attached, it is untouched by what it sees in dreams. 
Therefore we cannot by any means attribute activity 
to it, since activity proceeds from the contact of the 
body and organs, and that contact is non-existent for 
the self, for this infinite being (self) is unattached. 
Therefore it is immortal. ‘It is just so, Yajnavalkya. 
I give you a thousand (cows), sir, for ‘you have fully 
shown that the self is free from action—which is a 
part of the meaning of the term “liberation.” Please 
instruct me further about liberalion itself.’ 


a at aa valent war aften, esa qmd a 
qia, ga: Rra afiatengala garada; a 
aaa fafacaearamnacad wala, wagy ed 
ger sla; qarana, ase wa usu 
qurfit, wer aod faites AA N RE N 


16. After enjoying himself and roaming in 
the dream state, and merely seeing (the results 
of) good and evil, he comes back in the inverse 
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order to his former condition, the waking state. 
He is untouched by whatever he sees in that 
state, for this infinite being is unattached. ‘It 
is just so, Yajnavalkya. I give you a thousand 
(cows), sir. Please instruct me further about 
liberation itself.’ 


Objection : In the preceding paragraph the non- 
attachment of the self has been stated as the cause of 
its inactivity in the passage, 'For this infinite being 
is unattached.' It has also been stated before that 
under the sway of past work 'he goes wherever he 
likes' (IV. iii. 12. Now desire is an attachment ; 
hence the reason adduced—‘For this infinite being is 
unattached'— is fallacious. 


Reply: It is not. How? This is how the self 
is unattached: On his return from the state of pro- 
found sleep, after enjoying himself and roaming in the 
dream state, and merely seeing (the results of) good 
and evil, he comes back in the inverse order to his 
former condition—all this is to be explained as before 
—the waking state ; therefore this infinite being (self) is 
unattached. If he were attached, or smitten by desire, 
in the dream state, he would, on his return to the 
waking state, be affected by the evils due to that 
attachment. 


Just as, being unattached in the dream state, he 
is not affected,.on his return to the waking state, by 
the evils due to attachment in the dream state, so he 
is not affected by them in the waking state either. 
This is expressed by the following text: 
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W Wr oy agaa car when, gg 
qud aad a, qe: mer Aaaa am- 
SUELE ETE 


I7. After enjoying himself and roaming in 
the waking state, and merely seeing (the results 
of) good and evil, he comes back in the inverse 
order to his former condition, the dream state (or 
that of profound sleep). 

After enjoying himself and roaming in the waking 
state, etc.—to be explained as before. ‘He is un- 
touched by whatever he sees in that—-waking—state, 
for this infinite being is unattached.’? 

Objection : How is the assertion made about his 
'merely seeing'? As a matter of fact, he does good 
and evil in the waking state, and sees their results. 
too. 


Reply : Not so, for his agency is attributable to 
his merely revealing the different factors of an action. 
Such texts as, 'It is through the light of the self that 
he sits,’ etc. (IV. iii. 6), show that the body and 
organs work, being revealed by the light of the self. 
For this reason agency is figuratively attributed to the 
self, which naturally has none. So it has been said, 
‘It thinks, as it were, and shakes, as it were’ 
(IV. iii. 7). The agency is simply due to its limiting 
adjuncts, the intellect etc., and is not natural to it. 
Here, however, the self is described from the stand- 
VA af reality independently of the limiting adjuncts: 


1 Sankara supplies this from the preceding paragraphs.. 
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‘Merely seeing (the results of) good and evil,’ not 
actually doing them. Hence there is no fear of con- 
tradiction between this and the previous text, because 
the self, freed from its limiting adjuncts, really neither 
does anything nor is affected by the results of any 
action. As the Lord has said, ‘The immutable 
Supreme Self, O Arjuna, being without beginning and 
without attributes, neither does anything nor is affected 
by its results although It is in the body’ (G. XIII. 
31). And the gift of a thousand cows is made because: 
Yajnavalkya has shown the self to be free from desire. 
Similarly this and the preceding paragraph prove the 
non-attachment of the self. Because, passing into the 
dream state and that of profound sleep, it is not 
affected by what it did in the waking state—for we 
do not then find actions such as theft—therefore in all 
the three states the self is naturally unattached. Hence 
it 1s immortal, or distinct from the attributes of the 
three states. 


He comes back to his former condition, the state 
of profound sleep (Svapnanta). Since the dream state, 
with its function of seeing visions, has already been 
mentioned by the word '"Svapna,' the addition of the 
word ‘Anta’ (end) will be appropriate if we take the 
word ‘Svapnanta’ in the sense of dreamless sleep, 
which state will also be referred to in the passage, 
‘He runs for this state’ (IV. iii. 19). If, however, it 
is argued by a reference to the following passages,’ 
‘After enjoying himself and roaming in the dream state’ 


1 Where the word ‘Anta’ occurs thrice, meaning not end, 
but state. 
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(IV. iii. 34), and 'Moves to both these states, the dream 
and waking states' (IV. iii. 18), that here also the word 
‘Svapnanta’ means the dream state, with its function 
of seeing visions, there is nothing wrong in that inter- 
pretation too, tor non-attachment of the self, which is 
sought to be established, certainly is established 
thereby. Therefore, on returning to the dream state 
'after enjoying himself and roaming in the waking state, 
and merely seeing (the results of) good and evil,' he 
is not pursued by the evils of the waking state. 


Thus the idea that has been established by the 
last three paragraphs is that this self is itself the light 
and distinct from the body and organs and their 
stimulating causes, desire and work, on account of its 
non-attachment—‘For this infinite being is unattach- 
ed.’ How do we know that the self is unattached? 
Because it moves by turn from the waking to the 
dream state, from this to the state of profound sleep, 
from that again to the dream state, then to the waking 
state, from that again to the dream state, and so on, 
which proves that it is distinct from the three states. 
This idea has also been previously introduced in the 
passage, 'Being identified with dreams, it transcends 
this world—the forms of death' (IV. iii. 7). Having 
treated this at length, the Sruti now proceeds to give 
an illustration. which is the only thing that remains. 


aT AMAT SH pasgi qd am’ a, 
quidni get arranque ward € 
Gard an ei 
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I8. Asa great fish swims alternately to both 
the banks (of a river), eastern and western, so 
does this infinite being move to both these states, 
the dream and waking states. 


In support of the idea set forth above. the follow- 
Ing illustration is being given: As in the world a great 
fish that moves freely, never being swayed by the 
river-currents, but rather stemming them, swims alter- 
nately to both the banks of a river, eastern and 
western, and while swimming between them, is not 
overpowered by the intervening current of water, so 
does this infinite being move to both these states— 
which are they?—the dream and waking states. The 
point of the illustration is that the body and organs, 
which are forms of death, together with their stimulat- 
ing causes, desire and work, are the attributes of the 
non-self, and that the self is distinct from them. All 
this has already been exhaustively explained. 


In the preceding paragraphs the self-luminous 
Atman, which is different from the body and organs, 
has been stated to be distinct from desire and work, 
for it moves alternately to the three states. These 
relative attributes do not belong to it per se; its 
relative existence is only due to its limiting adjuncts, 
and is superimposed by ignorance; this has been 
stated to be the gist of the whole passage. There. 
however, the three states of waking, dream and pro- 
found sleep have been described separately— not 
shown together as a group. For instance, it has been 
shown that in the waking state the self appears, 
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through ignorance, as connected with attachment, 
‘death (work), and the body and organs ; in the dream 
‘state it is perceived as connected with desire, but free 
from the forms of death ; and in the state of profound 
‘sleep it is perfectly serene and unattached, this non- 
attachment being the additional feature. If we con- 
sider all these passages together, the resulting sense is 
that the self is by nature eternal, free, enlightened and 
pure. This comprehensive view has not yet been 
shown ; hence the next paragraph. It will be stated 
Jater on that the self becomes such only in the state 
of profound sleep: ‘That is his form—beyond desires, 
free from evils, and fearless’ (IV. iii. 21). As it is 
‘such, i.e. unique, the self desires to enter this state. 
How is that? The next paragraph will explain it. 
As the meaning becomes clear through an illustration, 
one is being put forward. 


aaaferarara star wr gat ar fuer 
are: deer cat dearta fua, catered quw 
CAT STU aÀ aI Sal A RAA Hii HAA, 
a "ee cant quafa tl Le tI 


IQ. As a hawk or a falcon flying in the sky 
becomes tired, and stretching its wings, is bound 
for its nest, so does this infinite being run for 
this state, where falling asleep he craves no 
desires and sees no dreams. 


As a hawk or a falcon (Suparna), a swifter kind 
-of hawk, flying or roaming in the external sky be- 
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comes tired, exhausted with undertaking different 
flights, and stretching its wings, is bound for, directs 
itself towards, its nest—lit. where it has a perfect rest 
—so does this infimie being run for this state, where 
falling asleep he craves no desires and sees no dreams. 
This last clause describes what is denoted by the word 
‘state.’ The words ‘craves no desires’ shut out all 
desires of the dream and waking states without reserva- 
tion, the negative particle having that all-inclusive 
force. Similarly with ‘and sees no dreams.’ The 
experiences of the waking state also are considered by 
the Sruti to be but dreams ; hence it says, ‘And sees 
no dreams.’ Another Sruti passage bears this out: 
“He has three abodes, three dream states’ (Ai. III. 12). 
As the bird in the illustration goes to its nest to remove 
the fatigue due to flight, so the Jiva (self), connected 
with the results of action done by the contact of the 
body and organs in the waking and dream states, is 
fatigued, as the bird with its flight, and in order to 
remove that fatigue enters his own nest or abode, that 
is, his own self, distinct from all relative attributes and 
devoid of all exertion caused by action with its factors 
and results. 


It may be questioned: If this freedom from all 
relative attributes is the nature of the Jiva, and his 
relative existence is due to other things, viz. the 
limiting adjuncts, and if it is ignorance that causes 
this relative existence through those extraneous limit- 
ing adjuncts, is that ignorance natural to him, or is it 
adventitious, like desire, work, etc? If it is the latter, 
then liberation is possible. But what are the proofs 
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of its being adventitious, and why should ignorance 
not be the natural characteristic of the self? Hence, 
in order to determine the nature of ignorance, which 
is the root of all evil, the next paragraph is introduced. 


at WT aeaar {gar mA areal aut FM: cH 
Raana Asia, caer dex Agga 
Rer ctam qui, aa aaa meda fiada, 
gata facaraafa, miaa cala, ada agl aÀ 
amaan mA; aa ar Za qu UiT, agg 
aise naa, ME quit BIH! |] 20 N 


20. In him are those nerves called Hitā, 
which are as fine as a hair split into a thousand 
parts, and filled with white, blue, brown, green 
and red (serums). (They are the seat of the 
subtle body, in which impressions are stored.) 
Now when (he feels) as if he were being killed 
or overpowered, or being pursued by an ele- 
phant, or falling into a pit, (in short) conjures at 
the time through ignorance whatever terrible 
things he has experienced in the waking state, 
(that is the dream state). And when (he 
becomes) a god, as it were, or a king, as it were, 
or thinks, ‘This (universe) is myself, who am 
all,’ that is his highest state. 

In him, in this man with a head, hands, etc., are 
those nerves called Hita,! which are as fine as a hair 
split into a thousand parts, and they are filled with 


1 Referred to in II. i. 19 and IV. ii. 3. 


4.3.26] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 657 


white, blue, brown, green and red serums. Many and 
various are the colours of the serums, owing to the 
intermixture, in various proportions, of nerve matter, 
bile and phlegm. The subtle body with its seventeen 
constituents! has its seat in these nerves, which have 
the fineness of the thousandth part of the tip of a hair, 
are filled with serums, white and so on, and spread 
all over the body. 

All impressions due to the experience of high and 
low attributes of the relative universe are centred in 
this, This subtle body, in which the impressions are 
stored, is transparent like a crystal because of its fine- 
ness ; but owing to its contact with foreign matter, viz. 
the ‘serums in the nerves, it undergoes modifications 
under the influence of past merit and demerit, and 
manifests itself as impressions in the form of women, 
chariots, elephants, etc. Now, such being the case, 
when a man has the false notion called ignorance based 
on past impressions, that some people—enemies or 
robbers—have come and are going to kill him. This 
is being described by the text: As if he, the dreamer, 
were being killed or overpowered. Nobody is killing 
or overpowering him ; it is simply his mistake due to 
the past impressions created by ignorance. Or being 
pursued or chased by an elephant, or falling into a pit, 
a dilapidated well, for instance. He fancies himself 
in this position. Such are the false impressions that 
arise in him—extremely low ones, resting on the 
modifications of the mind brought about by his past 
iniquity, as is evidenced by their painful nature. 


"1 See footnote on p: 3. 
42 
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In short, he conjures at the time, i.e. in dreams, when 
there is no elephant or the like, through the impres- 
sions created by ignorance, which have falsely mani- 
fested themselves, whatever terrible things such as an 
elephant he has experienced in the waking state. 


Then when ignorance decreases and knowledge 
increases, (the result is as follows). The text describes 
the content and nature of the knowledge: And when 
he himself becomes a god, as it were. When, in the 
waking state, meditation regarding the gods prevails, 
he considers himself a god, as it were, on account of 
the impressions generated by it. The same thing is 
being said of the dream state too: He becomes 'a god, 
as it were.’ Or a king, as it were: Having been 
installed as the ruler of a state (in the waking state), 
he thinks in his dreams also that he is a king, for he 
is imbued with the impressions of his kingly state. 
Similarly, when (in the waking state) his ignorance is 
extremely attenuated, and the knowledge that he 
comprises all arises, he thinks under the influence of 
these impressions in the dream state also, ‘This 
(universe) is myself, who am all.’ That, this identity 
with all, is his highest state, the Atman's own natural, 
supreme state. When, prior to this realisation of 
identity with all, he views the latter as other than him- 
self even by a hair's breadth, thinking, 'This is not 
myself, that is the state of ignorance. The states 
divorced from the self that are brought on by ignor- 
ance, down to stationary existence, are all inferior 
states. Compared with these—states with which the 
Jiva has relative dealings—the above state of identity 
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with all, infinite and without interior or exterior, is his 
supreme state. Therefore, when ignorance is elimin- 
ated and knowledge reaches its perfection, the state 
of identity with all, which is another name for libera- 
tion, is attained. That is to say, just as the self- 
effulgence of the Atman is directly perceived in the 
dream state, so is this result of knowledge. 

Similarly, when ignorance increases and knowl- 
edge vanishes, the results of ignorance are also directly 
perceived in dreams: ‘Now when (he feels) as if he 
were being killed or overpowered,’ etc. Thus the 
results of knowledge and ignorance are identity with 
all and identity with finite things, respectively. 
Through pure knowledge a man is identified with all, 
and through ignorance he is identified with finite 
things, or separated from something else. He is in 
conflict with that from which he is separated, and 
because of this conflict he is killed, overpowered or 
pursued. All this takes place because the results of 
ignorance, being finite things; are separated from him. 
But if he is all, what is there from which he may be 
separated, so as to be in conflict ; and in the absence 
of conflict by whom would he be killed, overpowered 
or pursued? Hence the nature of ignorance proves to 
be this, that it represents that which is infinite as finite, 
presents things other than the self that are non-existent, 
and makes the self appear as limited. Thence arises 
the desire for that from which he is separated ; desire 
prompts him to action, which produces results. This 
is the gist of the whole passage. It will also be stated 
later on, ‘When there is duality, as it were, then one 
sees something,’ etc. (II. iv. 14 ; IV. v. 15). Thus 
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the nature of ignorance with its effects has been set 
fotth ; and as opposed to these, the effect of knowledge 
also, viz. the attainment of identity with all, has been 
shown. That ignorance is not the natural character- 
istic of the self, since it automatically decreases as 
knowledge increases, and when the latter is at its 
highest, with the result that the self realises its identity 
with all, ignorance vanishes altogether, like the 
notion of a snake in a rope when the truth about it 
is known. This has been stated in the passage, ‘But 
when to the knower of Brahman everything has 
become the self, then what should one see and through 
what?’ etc. (Ibid). Therefore ignorance is not a 
natural characteristic of the self, for that which is 
natural to a thing can never be eliminated, as the heat 
ahd light of the sun. Therefore liberation from ignor- 
ance is possible. 


gr erede sagan Su! Sm 
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. 21. That is his form—beyond' desires, free 
from evils, and fearless. As a man, fully 
embraced by his beloved wife, does not know 
anything at all, either external or internal, so 


doés this infinite being (self), fully embraced by 
the Supreme Self, not know anything at all, 
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either external or internal. That is his form— 
in which all objects of desire have been attained 
and are but the self, and which is free from 
desires and devoid of grief. 


Now liberation in the form of identity with all, 
which is the result, devoid of action with its factors 
and results, of knowledge, and in which there is no 
ignorance, desire, or work, is being directly pointed 
out. This has already been introduced in the passage, 
“Where falling asleep it craves no desires and sees no 
dreams’ (par. 19). That, this identity with all which 
has been spoken of as ‘his highest state,’ is his form 
—beyond desires (Aticchanda). This word is to be 
turned into neuter, since it qualifies the word ‘Rupa’ 
(form). ‘Chanda’ means desire ; hence ‘Aticchanda’ 
means transcending desires. There is another word 
"Chandas' ending in s, which means metres such as 
the Gayatri. But here the word means desire ; hence 
it must end in a vowel. Nevertheless the reading 
‘Aticchanda’ should be taken as the usual Vedic 
licence. In common parlance too the word ‘Chanda’ 
is used in the sense of desire, as in 'Svacchanda' 
(free), ‘Paracchanda’ (dependent on others’ will), etc. 
Hence the word must be turned into ‘Aticchandam’ 
(neuter) to*mean that this form of the self is free from 
desires. Likewise, free from evils. ‘Evils’ mean both 
merits and' demerits, for it has elsewhere (par. 8) béen 
said, ‘Is connected with evils,’ and ‘Discards those 
evils.’ ‘Free from evils’ means ‘devoid of merifs 
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and demerits.’ Also, fearless. Fear is an effect of 
ignorance, for it has already been said that through 
ignorance he conjures terrible things (par. 20). Hence 
the word must be construed as denying the cause 
through the effect. ‘Fearless form’ means one that is^ 
bereft of ignorance. This identity with all which is 
the result of knowledge is this form—beyond desires, 
free from evils and fearless. It is fearless because it 
is devoid of all relative attributes. This has already 
been introduced at the conclusion of the preceding 
section, by the scriptural statement, ‘You have 
attained That which is free from fear, O Janaka’ 
(IV. ii. 4). But here it is elaborated by argument to 
impress the meaning conveyed by the scriptural 
passage in question. 

This Atman is itself the light that is Pure Intel- 
ligence, and reveals everything by its own intelligence. 
It has been said (pars. 15 and 16) that (he is un- 
touched by) the roaming or by whatever he sees, or 
enjoys, or knows in that (dream) state. And it is also 
proved by reasoning that the eternal nature of the self 
is that it is the light of Pure Intelligence. (Now an 
objection is being raised:) If the self remains intact 
in its own form in the state of profound sleep, why 
does it not know itself as ‘I am this,'' or know all 
those things that are outside, as it does in the waking 
and dream states? The answer is being given: Listen 
why it does not know. Unity is the reason. How is 
that? This is explained by the text. As the intended 
meaning is vividly realised through an illustration, it 
goes on to say: As in the world a man, fully embraced 
by his beloved wife, both desiring each other’s com- 
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pany, does not know anything at all, either external 
to himself, as, ‘This is something other than myself,’ 
or internal, as ‘I am this, or I am happy or miser- 
able’—but he knows everything outside and inside 
when he is not embraced by her and is separated, and 
fails to know only during the embrace owing to the 
attainment of unity—so, like the example cited, does 
this infinite being, the individual self, who is separated 
(from the Supreme Self), like a lump of salt, through 
contact with a little of the elements (the body and 
organs) and enters this body and organs, like the 
reflection of the moon etc. in water and so forth, being 
fully embraced by, or unified with, the Supreme Self, 
his own real, natural, supremely effulgent self, and 
being identified with all, without the least break, not 
know anything at all, either external, something out- 
side, or internal, within himself, such as, ‘I am this, 
or I am happy or miserable.’ 


You asked me why, in spite of its being the light 
that is Pure Intelligence, the self fails to know in the 
state of profound sleep. I have told you the reason— 
it is unity, as of a couple fully embracing each other. 
Incidentally it is implied that variety is the cause of 
particular consciousness ; and the cause of that variety 
is, as we have said, ignorance, which brings forward 
something other than the self? Such being the case, 
when the Jiva is freed from ignorance, he attains but 
unity with all. Therefore, there being no such division 
among the factors of an action as knowledge and 
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known, whence should particular consciousness arise, 
or desire manifest itself, in the natural, immutable 
light of the self? 

Because this identity with all is his form, ilere: 
fore that is his form, the form of this self-effulgent 
Atman, in which all objects of desire have been 
attained, because it comprises all. That from which 
objects of desire are different has hankering after 
them, as the form called Devadatta, for instance, in 
the waking state. But this other form is not so 
divided from anything ; hence in it all objects of 
desire have been attained. It may be asked, can that 
form not be divided from other things that exist, or 
is the self the only entity that exists? The answer is, 
there is nothing else but the self. How? Because all 
objects of desire ave but the self in this form. In 
states other than that of profound sleep, i.e. in the 
waking and dream states, things are separated, as it 
were, from the self and are desired as such. But to 
one who is fast asleep, they become the self, since 
there is no ignorance to project the idea of difference. 
Hence also is this form free from desires, because there 
is nothing to be desired, and devoid of gnef (Sok- 
antara). ‘Antara’ means a break or gap ; or it may 
mean the inside or core.’ In either case, the meaning 
is that this form of the self is free from grief. | 
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.. 1Hence grief cannot hurt it, for it is its very self. . 
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22. In this state a father is no father, P 
mother no mother, the worlds no worlds, the 
gods no gods, the Vedas no Vedas. In this 
state a thief is no thief, the killer of a noble 
Brahmana no killer, a Candàla no Candala, a 
Pulkasa no Pulkasa, a monk no monk, a hermit 
no hermit. (This form of his) is untouched by 
good work and untouched by evil work, for he is 
then beyond all the woes of his heart (intellect). 


It has been said that the self-effulgent Átman 
which is being described is free from ignorance, desire 
and work, for it is unattached, while they are adventi- 
tious. Here an objection is raised: The Sruti has 
said that although the self is Pure Intelligence, it does 
not know anything (in the state of profound sleep) on 
account of its attaining unity, as in the case of a 
couple in each other’s embrace. The Sruti has thereby 
practically said that like desire, work, etc., the self- 
effulgence of the Atman is not its nature, since it is 
not perceived in the state of profound sleep. This 
objection is refuted by a reference to the illustration 
of the couple in each other's embrace, andit is 
asserted that the self-effulgence is certainly present in 
profound sleep, but it is not, perceived on account of 
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unity ; it is not adventitious like desire, work, etc. 
Having mentioned this incidentally, the text takes up 
the topic under discussion, viz. that the form of the 
self that is directly perceived in the state of profound 
sleep is free from ignorance, desire and work. So it 
is a statement of fact to describe this form as beyond 
all relations. Since in the state of profound sleep the 
self has a form that is 'beyond desires, free from evils 
and fearless,’ therefore in this state a father is no father. 
His fatherhood towards the son, as being the begetter, 
is due to an action, from which he is dissociated in 
this state. Therefore the father, notwithstanding the 
fact of his being such, is no father, because he is 
entirely free from the action that relates him to the son. 
Similarly we understand by implication that the son 
also ceases to be a son to his father, for the relation of 
both is based on an action, and he is beyond it then, 
since it has been said, ‘Free from evils’ (IV. iii. 21). 

Likewise a mother is no mother, the worlds, 
which are either won or to be won through rites, are 
no worlds, owing to his dissociation from those rites. 
Similarly the gods, who are a part of the rites, are no 
gods, because he transcends his relation to those rites. 
The Vedas also, consisting of the Brahmanas, which 
describe the means, the goal and their relation, as well 
as the Mantras, and forming part of the rites, since 
they deal with them, whether already read or yet to 
be read, are connected with a man through those rites. 
Since he transcends those rites, the Vedas too then are 
no Vedas. 

Not only is the man beyond his relation to his 
good actions, but he is also untouched by his terribly 
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evil actions. So the text says: In this state a thief, 
one who has stolen a Brahmana’s gold—we know this 
from his mention along with one who has killéd a 
noble Brahmana—is free from this dire action, for 
which he is called a thief, a despicable sinner. 
Similarly the killer of a noble Brahmana is no Killer. 
Likewise a Candala, etc. Not only is a man free from 
the actions done by him in his present life, but he is 
also free from those dire actions of his past life that 
degrade him to an exceedingly low birth. A Candala 
is one born of a Südra father and a Brahmana mother. 
—'Candala' is but a variant of the same word.—Not 
being connected with the work that caused his low 
birth, he is no Candàla. A Pulkasa is one born of a 
Südra father and a Ksatriya mother.—‘Paulkasa’ is a 
variant of the same word.—He too is no Pulkasa. 
Similarly a man is dissociated from the duties of his 
particular order of life. For instance, a monk is no 
monk, being free from the duties that make him one. 
Likewise a hermit or recluse is no hermit. The two 

` orders mentioned are suggestive of all the castes, 
orders, and so on. 


In short, (this form of his) is untouched by good 
work, rites enjoined by the scriptures, as well as by 
evil work, the omission to perform such rites, and the 
doing of forbidden acts. The word 'untouched' is in 
the neuter gender as it qualifies 'form,' the 'fearless 
form’ of the preceding paragraph. What is the reason 
of its being untouched by them? The reason is being 
stated: For he, the self of a nature described above, 
is then beyond all the woes, or desires. It is these 
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desires for wished-for things that in their absence. are 
converted into woes. A man who has either failed to 
attain those things or lost them keeps thinking of their 
good qualities and suffers. Hence woe, attachment 
and desire are synonyms. (The clause therefore means: ) 
Because in the state of profound sleep he transcends all 
desires ; for it has been said, ‘He craves no desires’ 
(IV. iii. 21), and ‘Beyond desires.’ Coming in the 
wake of those terms, the word ‘woe’ ought to mean 
desires. Desires again are the root of action ; it will 
be stated later on, ‘What it desires, it resolves ; and 
what it resolves, it works out’ (IV. iv. 5). Therefore, 
since he transcends all desires, it has been well said, 
‘It is untouched by good work,’ etc. | 


Of his heart: The heart is the lotus-shaped lump 
of flesh, but being the seat of the internal organ, 
intellect, it refers to that by a metonymy, as when we 
speak of cries from the chairs (meaning persons occu- 
pying them). The woes of his heart, or intellect —for . 
they abide there, since it has been said, 'Desire, 
resolve, (etc. are but the mind) (I. v. 3). It will 
also be said later on, 'The desires that dwell in his 
heart' (IV. iv. 7). This and the other statement about 
'the woes of his heart' repudiate the error that they 
dwell in the self, for it has been said that being no 
more related to the heart in the state of profound sleep, 
the self transcends the forms of death. Therefore 
it is quite appropriate to say that being no more related 
to the heart, it transcends the relation to desires ud 
ing in the heart. P 
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Those! who maintain that the desires and impres- 
sions dwelling in the heart go farther and affect the 
self, which is related to it, and even when it is disso- 
ciated from the self, they dwell in the latter, like the 
scent of flowers etc. in the oil in which they have been 
boiled, can find no meaning whatsoever for such 
scriptural statements as, ‘Desire, resolve,’ ‘It is on 
the heart (mind) that colours rest’ (III. ix. 20), ‘The 
woes of his heart,' etc. - 

| ‘Objection: They are referred to the intellect 
mérely because they are produced through this organ. 

Reply : No, for they are specified in the words, 
(That) dwell in (his) heart.’ This and the other state- 
ment, ‘It is on the heart that colours rest,’ would 
hardly be consistent if the intellect were merely the 
instrument of their production. Since the purity of the 
self is the meaning intended to be conveyed, the state- 
. ment that desires abide in the intellect is truly appro- 
priate. It admits of no other interpretation, for the 
Sruti says, ‘It thinks, as it were, and shakes, as it 
were' (IV. iii. 7). 

Objection : The specification about ‘desires that 
dwell in his heart’ implies that there are others that 
dwell in the self too. , 

Reply; No, for it demarcates these desires from 
those that are not then in the heart. In other words, 
the epithet ‘that dwell in his heart’ contrasts not this 
particular seat of desires with some other seats, but 
contrasts these desires with those that are not in the 
heart at the time. For instance, those that have not 


1 The reference is to Bhartrprapatica. 
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yet sprung up—the future ones—or those that are past, 
having been checked by contrary ideas, are surely not 
in the intellect ; and yet they may crop up in future. 
Hence the specification in contradistinction to them is 
quite in order, meaning those desires regarding some 
object that have sprung up and are present in the 
intellect. 

Objection : Still the specification would be re- 
-dundant. 

Reply : No, because more attention should be 
paid to them as objects to be shunned. Otherwise, by 
ascribing the desires to the self, you would be holding 
a view which is contrary to the wording of the Sruti 
and is undesirable.’ 

Objection : But does not the negation of a fact 
of normal experience in the passage, ‘He craves no 
desires’ (IV. iii. 19), mean that the Sruti mentions the 
desires as being in the self? | 

Reply: No, for the experience in question about 
the self being the seat of desires is due to an extraneous 
agency (the intellect), as is evidenced by the Sruti 
passage, 'Being identified with dreams through its 
association with the. intellect’? (IV. iii. 7). Besides 
there is the statementxabout the self being unattached, 
which would be incongruous if the self were the seat 
of desires ; we have already said that attachment is 
desire. 

Objection : May we not say from the Sruti pass- 
age, ‘To whom all objects of desire are but the Self’ 


1 As standing in the way of liberation. 
2 See footnote 2 on p. 6rr. 
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(IV. iv. 6), that the self has desires regarding itself? 


Reply : No, that passage only means the absence 
of any other object of desire than the self. 


Objection : Does not the reasoning of the Vai- 
$esika and other systems support the view that the self 
is the seat of desires etc. ? 


Reply : No; the arguments of the Vaisesika and 
other systems are to be disregarded, since they contra- 
dict specific statements of the Srutis such as, '(That) 
dwell in (his) heart' (IV. iv. 7). Any reasoning that 
contradicts the Srutis is a fallacy. Moreover, the self- 
effulgence of the Atman is contradicted. That is to 
say, since in the dream state desires etc. are witnessed 
by Pure Intelligence only, the views in question would 
contradict the self-effulgence of the Atman, which is 
stated as a fact by the Srutis and is also borne out by 
reason ; for if the desires etc. inhere in the self, they 
cannot again be its objects, just as the eye cannot see 
its own particulars. The self-effulgence of the witness, 
the self, has been proved on the ground that objects 
are different entities from the subject. This would be 
contradicted if the self be supposed to be the seat of 
desires etc. Besides it contradicts the teachings of all 
scriptures. If the individual self be conceived as a 
part of the Supreme Self and possessing desires etc., 
the meaning of all the scriptures would be set at 
naught. We have explained this at length in the second 
chapter (p. 300). In order to establish the meaning of 


1 As qualities do in a substance. 


> 
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the s¢riptures that the individual self is identical with 
the Supreme Self, the idea that it is the seat of desires 
etc. must be refuted with the.greatest care. If, how- 
ever, that view is put forward, the very meaning of the 
scriptures would be contradicted. Just as the Vai- 
gesikas and Naiydyikas, holding that wish and so forth 
are attributes of the self, are in disharmony with the 
meaning of the Upanisads, so also is this view not to 
be entertained, because it contradicts the meaning of 
the Upanisads. 


"It has been said that the self does not see (in the 
state of profound sleep) on account of unity, as in the 
case of the couple, and that it is self-effulgent. Self- 
effulgence is being Pure, Intelligence by nature. Now 
the question is, if this intelligence is the very nature 
of the self, like the heat. etc. of fire, how should it, in 


‘spite of the unity, give.up its nature, and fail to. know? 


And if it does not. give up its nature, how is it that it 
does not see in the state of profound sleep? It is self- 
contradictory to say that intelligence is the nature of 
the self and, again, that it does not know. The answer 
is, it is not self-contradictory ; both these are possible, 
How ?— 
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23: "That it does not see in that state is 
because, although seeing then, it does not see ; 
for the vision of the witness cari never be lost, 
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because it is immortal. But there is not that 
second thing separate from it which it can see. 


That it does mot see in that state of profound 
sleep is because, although seeing then, it does not see. 
You think that it does not see in the state of pro- 
found sleep ; but do not think so. Why? Because it 
is seeing then. 


‘Objection : But we know that in the state of 
profound sleep it does not see, because then neither 
the eye nor the mind, which are the instruments of 
vision, is working. It is only when the eye, ear, etc: 
are at. work that we say one is seeing or hearing. 
But we do not find the organs working. Therefore we 
conclude that it must surely not be seeing. 

Reply : Certainly not ; it is seeing ; for the vision 
of the witness can never be lost. As the heat of fire 
lasts as long as the fire, so is the witness, the self, 
immortal, and because of this its vision too is 
immortal ; it lasts as long as the witness does. 


Objection : Do you not contradict yourself by 
saying in the same breath that it is a vision of the 
witness, and that it is never lost? Vision is an act 
of the witness ; one is called a witness just because 
one sees. Hence it is impossible to say that vision, 
which depends on an act of the witness, is never lost. 

Reply: It must be immortal, because the Sruti 
says it is never lost. 

Objection: No, a Sruti text merely informs (it 
cannot alter a fact). The destruction of something 
that is artificially made is a logical necessity, and 

43 
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cannot be prevented even by a hundred texts, because 
a text only informs about a thing just as it is. 


Reply : The objection does not hold. The vision 
of the witness is possible, like the sun etc. revealing 
things. Just as the sun and thelike are naturally 
always luminous and reveal things through their 
natural, constant light, and when we speak of them 
as revealing things, we do not mean that they are 
naturally non-luminous and only reveal things by a 
fresh act each time, but that they do so through their 
natural, constant light, so is the self called a witness 
on account of its imperishable, eternal vision. 


Objection: Then its function as a witness is 


secondary. 

Reply : No. Thus only can it be shown to be 
a witness in the primary sense of the word, because 
if the self were observed to exercise the function of 
seeing in any other way, then the former way might 
be secondary. But the self has no other method of 
seeing. Therefore thus only can we understand its 
being a witness in the primary sense, not otherwise. 
Just as the sun and the like reveal things through 
their constant, natural light, and not through one 
produced for the time being, (so is the self a witness 
through its eternal, natural intelligence), and that is 
its function as a witness in the primary sense, for 
there cannot be any other witness besides it. There- 
fore there is not the least trace of self-contradiction in 
the statement that the vision of the witness is never 
lost. 

Objection : We observe that the suffix ‘tre’ is 
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used in words denoting an agent of temporary acts, 
such as ‘Chettr’ (cutter), ‘Bhettr’ (breaker) and 
‘Gantr’ (traveller. So why not in the word 'Drastr' 
(seer or witness) also in that sense? 

Reply : No, for we see it otherwise in the word 
‘PrakaSayitr’ (revealer). 

Objection : We admit this in the case of lumin- 
ous agencies, for there it can have no other sense, but 
not in the case of the self. 

Reply : Not so, for the Sruti says its vision is 
never lost. 

Objection : This is contradicted by our experi- 
ence that we sometimes see and sometimes do not see. 

Reply : No, for this is simply due to particular 
activities of óur organs. We observe also that those 
who have had their eyes removed keep the vision 
that belongs to the self intact in dreams. Therefore 
the vision of the self is imperishable, and through 
that imperishable, self-luminous vision the Atman 
continues to sce in the state of profound sleep. 

How is it, then, that it does not see? This is 
being answered: But there is not that second thing, 
the object, separate from it which it can see, or per- 
ceive, Those things that caused the particular visions 
(of the waking and dream states), viz. the mind. (with 
the self behind it), the eyes, and forms, were all 
presented by ignorance as something different from 
the self. They are now unified in the state of pro- 
found sleep, as the individual self has been embraced 
by the Supreme Self. Only when the self is under 
limitations, do the organs stand as something different 
to. help it to particular experiences. But it is now 
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embraced by its own Supreme Self, which is Pure 
Intelligence and the Self of all, as a man is by his 
beloved wife. Hence the organs and objects do not 
stand as different entities ; and since they are absent, 
there is no particular experience, for it is the product 
of the organs etc., not of the self, and only appears 
as the product of the self. Therefore it is a mistake 
due to this (absence of particular experience) that the- 
vision of the self is lost. 
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24. That it does not smell in that state is 
because, although smelling then, it does not 
smell; for the smeller's function of smelling can 
never be lost, because it is immortal. -But there 
is not that second thing separate from it which 
it can smell. 
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25. That it does not taste in that state is 
because, although tasting then, it does not taste; 
for the taster’s function of tasting can never be 
lost, because it is immortal. But there is not 
that second thing separate from it which it can 
taste. 
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adtseafiraen IRA t RÂ N 


26. That it does not speak in that state is 
because, although speaking then, it does not 
speak; for the speaker’s function of speaking 
can never be lost, because it is immortal. But 
there is not that second thing separate from it 
which it can speak. 


ag ae rA aA aa aA, a R A: 
safaakan aasia; a g agfadte- 
nRa ISAE TETTA N RY N 


27. That it does not hear in that state is 
because, although hearing then, it does not hear; 
for the listener’s function of hearing can never 
be lost, because it is immortal. But there is not 
that second thing separate from it which it can 
hear. 


Ue AK AGA enmt q ou Aad, a fü aequa- 
faqhterd aasia; 4 g agfactanfer 
adis aerate n ac tl 


28. That it does not think in that state is 
because, although thinking then, it does not 
think; for the thinker's function of thinking 
can never be lost, because it is immortal. But 
there is not that second thing separate from it 
which it can think. 


qà aw wus epe aw epu, afü anc 
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wefactern aasia, a a agada- 
nRa aetssafaaes sega t RE tt 


29. That it does not touch in that state is 
because, although touching then, it does not 
touch; for the toucher’s function of touching 
can never be lost, because it is immortal. But 
there is not that second thing separate from it 
which it can touch. 


ag an fasraia famae as Aaaf, a fe 
ferrafanatacktag  fraastrrigeng; a g 
agtadtantéa adtiseafaare afghan tt 30 N 


30. That it does not know in that state is 
because, although knowing then, it does not 
know; for the knower’s function of knowing can 
never be lost, because it is immortal. But there 
is not that second thing separate from it which 
it can know. 


The rest is to be similarly explained: That ii 
does not smell, That it does not taste, That it does 
not speak, That it does not hear, That it does mot 
think, That it does not touch, That tt does not know, 
etc. Though thinking and knowing are aided by 
vision etc., yet they have activities concerning objects 
past, present and future that do not depend on the 
eyes etc. Hence they are separately mentioned. 


Now the question is, are the vision and so forth 
attributes different from the self and from one another, 
like the heat, light, combustion, etc. of fire, or are they 
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different phases of an attribute identical with the self, 
the difference being caused only by extraneous limiting 
adjuncts? On this some’ say: The self is an entity 
that by itself has both unity and difference, just as a 
cow is one as a substance, but its features, the dewlap 
etc., are different from one another. As gross sub- 
stances have both unity and difference, so we can infer 
that formless substances without parts also have both 
unity and difference. Since this is observed to be the 
universal rule, the vision and so forth belonging to the 
self are different from one another, but as the self they 
are one. To this we reply: No, for the passage in 
question has a different meaning. The passage, ‘That 
it does not see in that state,’ etc. does not mean to 
show that the vision and so forth are attributes different 
from the self, but is introduced in order to answer the 
following objection: If the Atman is self-luminous 
intelligence, how is it that it does not know in the state 
of profound sleep? Surely then it must be otherwise. 
This is how it is being answered: Its natural self- 
luminous intelligence manifests itself in the waking and 
dream states through many limiting adjuncts such as 
the eyes, and comes to be designated as vision etc. 
But in the state of profound sleep, owing to the cessa- 
tion of the different activities of the mind and organs, 
these latter do not appear, and therefore the nature 
of the self cannot be perceivd as differentiated by them. 
Yet it is spoken of as being present in a way that is a 


1 Bhartrprapafica is meant. 
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mere recapitulation of normal experience. Hence the 
view that the passage in question presents the attributes 
such as vision as different from the self, is based on an 
ignorance of its true meaning. 


Moreover, it would be in conflict with the Sruti 
text that speaks of the self as homogeneous Pure 
Intelligence, like a lump of salt, and also with texts 
like the following: 'Knowledge, Bliss' (III. ix. 28), 
‘Truth, Knowledge’ (Tai. II. i. 1), and ‘Intelligence 
is Brahman’ (Ai. V. 3). From the common use of 
words also we know this. We often use such expres- 
sions as, ‘One knows colour through the eyes,’ “One 
knows sound through the ears,' 'One knows the taste 
of food through the tongue,' etc., which show that the 
Objects denoted by the words 'vision' etc. can be 
designated as knowledge alone. And the use of words 
is a means of knowledge. Examples also corroborate 
this view. Just as in the world a crystal is naturally 
transparent, and only for that reason assumes different 
colours by coming in contact with different limiting 
adjuncts such as green, blue, or red colour, and no one 
can imagine that crystal has any other attribute 
but its natural transparency, such as green, blue, or 
red colour, similarly the different powers of vision etc. 
are observed in the light called the self, which is 
naturally Pure Intelligence, simply owing to its contact 
with the limiting adjuncts such as the eyes, because 
Pure Intelligence, like the crystal, is naturally trans- 
parent. The self-luminosity of the Atman is another 
reason. Just as the light of the sun, coming in contact 
with things to be illumined, appears as green, blue, 
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yellow, red, etc., although in reality it cannot be so 
divided, so does the light called the self, revealing the 
whole universe as well as the eyes etc., assume their 
form. This has been stated in the passage, ‘It is 
through the light of the self that he sits,’ etc. (IV. 
ii. 6). 

Besides, substances that have no parts cannot be 
conceived as multiple, for there is no such example. 
Although the ether is conceived as possessing diverse 
attributes such as all-pervasiveness, and atoms as 
possessing various qualities such as odour and savour, 
yet, when discriminated, these prove to be due only 
to extraneous limiting adjuncts. The ether, for in- 
stance, has no attribute of its own called all-pervasive- 
ness: it is through its association with all as limiting 
adjuncts that it is designated as all-pervading, when as 
a matter of fact it is present everywhere in its natural 
form. The quesion of going or not going does not 
arise with regard to the ether in itself, for going is an 
action that connects something existing at a particular 
place with some other place, and this action is im- 
possible in a thing that admits of no differentiation. 
similarly different attributes can never be in the ether. 
The same is also true of atoms etc. An atom, say of 
earth, which consists only of ‘odour, is the minutest 
particle of it, and is itself odour ; one cannot conceive 
that it again has a property called odour. 1t may be 
urged that an atom can have savour etc. But that is 
due to its contact with water and so on. Therefore 
there is no example to prove that a substance which 
has no parts can possess many attributes. This also 
refutes the view that the powers of vision and so forth 
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of the Supreme Self can have different modifications 
such as the eyes and colours. 


as qaa end, INASAR, s 
SARA, ASAR, ASAR, AA- 
SUSU, MASARA, MASATA, 

asama N a u 


31. When there is something else, as it were, 
then one can see something, one can smell some- 
thing, one can taste something, one can speak 
something, one can hear something, one can 
think something, one can touch something, or 
one can know something. 


It has been said that in the state of profound 
sleep there is not, as in the waking and dream states, 
that second thing differentiated from the self which it 
can. know ; hence it knows no particulars in profound 
sleep. Here it is objected: If this is its nature, why 
does it give up that nature and have particular 
knowledge? If, on the other hand, it is its nature to 
have this kind of knowledge, why does it not know 
particulars in the state of profound sleep? The answer 
is this: When, in the waking or dream state, there ts 
something else besides the self, as it were, presented 
by ignorance, then one, thinking of oneself as different 
from that something—although there is nothing different 
from the self, nor is there any self different from it— 
can see something. This has been shown by a refer- 
ence to one’s experience in the dream state in the 
passage, “As if he were being killed, or overpowered’ 
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(IV. ii. 20). Similarly ome can smell, taste, speak, 
hear, think, touch and know something. 


aes aA gage wala, uu sale: Qa- 
Ra Ew TED amaa, wer qum mf, 
ONY GAT uua, ustsed qui AR, wis 
QC arg: ; aaa yori RAT- 
Sttafra a2 N 


32. It becomes (transparent) like water, one, 
the witness, and without a second. This is the 
world (state) of Brahman, O Emperor. Thus 
did Yajnavalkya instruct Janaka: This is its 
supreme attainment, this is its supreme glory, 
this is its highest world, this is its supreme 
bliss. On a particle of this very bliss other 
beings live. 

When, however, that ignorance which presents 
things other than the self is at rest, in that state of 
profound sleep, there being nothing separated from the 
self by ignorance, what should one see, smell, or know, 
and through what? Therefore, being fully embraced 
by his own self-luminous Supreme Self, the Jiva 
becomes infinite, perfectly serene, with all his objects 
of desire attained, and the self the only object of his 
desire, transparent like water, one, because there is no 
second: It is ignorance which separates a second 
entity, and that is at rest in the state of profound 
sleep ; hence ‘one.’ The witness, because the vision 
that is identical with the light of the self is never lost. 
And without a second, for there is no second entity 
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different from the self to be scen. This is immortal 
and fearless. This is the world of Brahman, the 
world that is Brahman: In profound sleep the self, 
bereft of its limiting adjuncts, the body and organs, 
remains in its own supreme light of the Atman, free 
from all relations, O Emperor. Thus did Yajnavalkya 
instruct Janaka. This is spoken by the Sruti. 

How did he instruct him? This ts tts supreme 
attainment, the attainment of the individual self. The 
other attainments, characterised by the taking of a 
body, from the state of Hiranyagarbha down to that 
of a clump of grass, are created by ignorance and 
therefore inferior to this, being within, the sphere of 
ignorance. But this identification with all, in which 
one sees nothing else, hears nothing else, knows nothing 
else, is the highest of all attainments such'as identity 
with the gods, that are achieved through meditation 
and rites. This too is its supreme glory, the highest of 
all its splendours, being natural to it ; other glories are 
artificial. Likewise this is its highest world; the other 
worlds, which are the result of its past work, are inferior 
to it ; this, however, is not attainable by any action, 
being natural; hence 'this is its highest world.' 
Similarly this is tts supreme. bliss, in comparison with 
the dther joys that are due to the contact of the organs 
with their objects, since it is eternal ; for another Sruti 
says, "That which is infinite is bliss’ (Ch. VII. xxiii. x). 
‘That in which one sees something, . . . knows some- 
thing, is puny,' mortal, secondary joy. But this is the 
opposite of that ; hence ‘this is its supreme bliss,’ On 
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a particle of this very bliss, put forward by ignorance, 
and perceived only during the contact of the organs 
with their objects, other beings live. Who are they? 
Those that have been separated from that bliss by 
ignorance, and are considered different from Brahman. 
Being thus different, they subsist on a fraction of that 
bliss which is perceived through the contact of the 
ergans with their objects. 


| a A gant aa: TTR Wed, sm 
qr, JINJA: , aera, a aan qu 
amare: STI ED Ta ATTA: qp aH: feu 
faaatarararaea: 5 ater 8 wet fugur Rasra- 
ary: A wal nada sep, wr e 
WISH WAM: A THR RAAR: — À 
Aaa: BCH GUATSÜpEHISTHIMen, war ANSA- 
Risang: aal qearsnadaraarcar: @ 
Om: aA emer, tar sirfsretisatreatisara- 
a: ; ater Ep wa semen Ts sara: a ast Senn 
are, xr cufansgRüeüsenum, A aa 
CH NTR: UN TEST: aaie TATA UE: 
EISE wae erret qaid, wc ed faster Re 
er g amaa feraiererc, ard cs ededt 
mre sad u a3 


33. He who is perfect of body and pros- 
perous among men, the ruler of others, and 
most lavishly supplied with all human enjoy- 
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ments, represents the greatest joy among men. 
This human joy multiplied a hundred times 
makes one unit of joy for the Manes who have 
won that world of theirs. The joy of these 
Manes who have won that world multiplied a 
hundred times makes one unit of joy in the 
world of the celestial minstrels. This joy in 
the world of the celestial minstrels multiplied 
a hundred times makes one unit of joy for the 
gods by action—those who attain their godhead 
by their actions. This joy of the gods by 
action multiplied a hundred times makes one 
unit of joy for the gods by birth, as well as of 
one who is versed in the Vedas, sinless and 
free from desire. This joy of the gods by birth 
multiplied a hundred times makes one unit of 
joy in the world of Prajapati (Viraj), as well as 
of one who is versed in the Vedas, sinless and 
free from desire. This joy in the world of 
Prajapati multiplied a hundred times makes one 
unit of joy in the world of Brahman (Hiranya- 
garbha), as well as of one who is versed in the 
Vedas, sinless and free from desire. This indeed 
is the supreme bliss. This is the state of Brah- 
man, O Emperor, said Yàjhüavalkya. ‘I give 
you a thousand (cows), sir. Please instruct me 
further about liberation itself.’ At this Yājña- 
valkya was afraid that the intelligent Emperor 
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was constraining him to finish with all his con- 
clusions. 

‘(It has been said that) all beings from Hiranya- 
garbha down to men live on particles or fractions of 
the supreme bliss. In order to convey an idea of this 
bliss as a whole through its parts, as of a rock of salt 
through its grains, the present paragraph is introduced. 
He who ts perfect of body, having no physical defects, 
and prosperous, provided with luxuries, among men ; 
also the ruler of others, the independent lord of people 
of the same class, not a mere provincial ruler; and 
most lavishly supplied with all human enjoyments— 
the adjective ‘human’ excludes the materials of 
heavenly enjoyment ; he is the foremost among those 
who possess all these human luxuries—represents (lit. 
is) the greatest joy among men. The identity of joy 
and its possessor in this sentence (‘Joy’ meaning 
‘enjoyer’) indicates that this joy is not different from 
the self. For it has been said in the passage, “When 
there is something else, as it were,’ etc. (IV. iii. 31), 
that the lower degrees of bliss have only emanated 
from the supreme bliss in the dual form of subject 
and object ; hence it is but proper to bring out this 
identity in the phrase ‘greatest joy.’ Kings like 
Yudhisthira are examples in point. The Sruti teaches 
us about this supreme bliss, in which differences cease, 
by making a start with human joy, which we all 
know, and multiplying it a hundred times in successive 
steps. Now, where this joy increasing a hundred 
times at each step reaches its limit, and where mathe- 
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matical differences cease, there being nothing else but 
the self to see, hear or think, that is the supreme bliss, 
and in order to describe this the text proceeds: 


This human joy multiplied a hundred times makes 
one unit of joy for the Manes. They are' qualified by 
the clause ‘who have .won that world of thetrs,’ i.e. 
who have pleased the Manes by the performance of 
obsequial rites etc., and have won their way to their 
world. Their measure of joy is the human joy multi- 
plied a hundred times. That again multiplied a 
hundred times makes one unit of joy in the world of 
the celestial minstrels. That again multiplied a hun- 
dred times makes one unit of joy for the gods by action 
—those who attain their godhead by their actions such 
as the Agnihotra enjoined by the Srutis. Similarly 
one unit of joy for the gods by birth, those who are 
gods from their very birth, as well as of one who is 
versed in the Vedas, sinless, i.e. doing what is pre- 
scribed by the scriptures, and free from desire for all 
objects below the level of the gods by birth. That his 
joy equals theirs is gathered from the word ‘ca’ (and) 
in the text. That multiplied a hundred times makes 
one unit of joy in the world of Prajapah, i.e. in the 
body of Viraj, as well as of one who is versed in the 
Vedas, -sinless and free from desire—this has already 
been explained—and who meditates on him. That 
multiplied a hundred times makes one unit of joy in 
the world of Brahman, i.e. in the body of Hiranya- 
garbha, as well as of one who, etc.—alréady explained. 
After this mathematical calculations cease. 
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This has been called the supreme bliss, of which 
the joys of the world of Hiranyagarbha etc. are but 
particles, like drops of an ocean That in which the 
other joys, increasing step by step in multiples of 
hundred, merge, and which is experienced by one 
versed in the Vedas, ts indeed the supreme bliss called 
Samprasada (that experienced in profound sleep); for 
in it one sees nothing else, hears nothing else (and so 
on). Hence it is infinite, and for that reason immortal ; 
the other joys are the opposite of that. The Vedic 
erudition and sinlessness (mentioned above) are com- 
mon to the other joys too. It is the difference made 
by the absence of desire that leads to the increase of 
joy a hundred times. Here it is suggested by impli- 
cation that Vedic erudition, sinlessness and the 
absence of desire are the means of attaining the 
particular types of joy ; as rites such as the Agnihotra 
are means to the attainment of godhead by the gods. 
Of these, the two factors, Vedic erudition and sinless- 
ness, are common to the lower planes too ; hence they 
are not regarded as means to the attainment of the 
succeeding kinds of joy. For this the absence of 
desire is understood to be the means, since it admits 
of degrees of renunciation. This supreme bliss is 
known to be the experience of the Vedic scholar who 
is free from desire. Vedavyasa also says, ‘The sense- 
pleasures of this world and the great joys of heaven 
are not worth one-sixteenth part of the bliss that comes 
of the cessation of desire’ (Mbh. XII. clxxiii. 47). 

This is the state of Brahman, O Emperor, said 
Yajiavalkya. For this instruction I give you a 

44 
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thousand cows, sir. Please instruct me further about 
liberation itself—this has been explained. At this last 
request Yàjfiavalkya was afraid—the Sruti tells us the 
reason of his fear: he was afraid not for his lack of 
ability to teach or for ignorance, but—that the intelli- 
gent Emperor was constraining him to finish with all 
his conclusions. ‘Whatever questions of his regarding 
liberation I answer, the Emperor, being intelligent, 
takes all to be but a part of the questions that he is 
at liberty to ask me, and puts me newer questions 
every time to answer. On the plea of asking his 
wished-for questions covered by the boon, he wants to 
possess all my knowledge’—this was the cause of 
Yajfüavalkya's fear. 


aqna Rra CONT aRar, — 
a qi a, ga: ahead section qaa- 


TS | 32 Ul 


34. After enjoying himself and roaming in 
the dream state, and merely seeing the effects of 
merits and demerits, he comes back, in the 
inverse order, to his former condition, the 


waking state. 
It has been shown (par. 9) that the individual self 


becomes itself the light in dreams. Further on it has 
also been shown, by a reference to its moving between 
the dream and waking states, that it is different from 
the body and organs, and by the illustration of the 
great fish, that it is free from desire and work, on 
account of its non-attachment. Again the effects of 
ignorance in the dream state have been shown in the 
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passage, ‘As if he were being killed,’ etc. By impli- 
cation the nature of ignorance too has been ascertained 
as the superimposition of attributes other than the true 
ones, and as not being a natural attribute of the self. 
Similarly the effects of knowledge too have been 
shown in the dream state, by a reference to one’s 
experience, as identity with all, in the passage, ‘When 
he thinks, ''This (universe) is myself, who am all,’’ 
that is his highest state' (IV. iii. 20). It has also been 
stated that identity with all, which is its nature—its 
transcendent form, in which it is free from all such 
relative attributes as ignorance, desire and work—is 
directly experienced in ^the state of profound sleep. 
The Atman is self-luminous and is the supreme bliss ; 
this is the subject-matter of knowledge; this is the 
perfectly serene state, and the culmination of happi- 
ness—all this has been explained by the foregoing 
passages. And they are illustrations of liberation and 
bondage, which are the effects of knowledge and 
ignorance respectively. These two have ‘been indicated 
with their causes and effects. But Janaka, mistaking 
that all that has merely been an illustration, thinks that 
liberation and bondage, which are the themes they 
seek to illustrate, are yet to be explained together with 
their causes by Yaàjüavalkya, as coming under his 
wished-for questions covered by the boon. Hence his 
further request: ‘Please instruct me further about 
liberation itself.’ 

Now it has been said that the same self-luminous 
Atman moves unattached like a great fish between the 
dream and waking states. As it moves like the great 
fish between these two states, alternately relinquishing 
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and taking up the body and- organs, which are the 
forms of death, so at the time of death and birth it is 
alternately disconnected from and connected with those 
very forms of death. Its journey, referred to in the 
passage, ‘It moves between the two worlds,’ was 
barely indicated as the theme that was illustrated by 
its moving between the dream and ,waking states. 
That journey with its causes has to be described at 
length ; hence the rest of this section. In a preceding 
paragraph (par. 17) the self has been spoken of as 
going from the waking to the dream state, and thence 
to the state of profound sleep, which is the illustration 
for liberation. The present paragraph is related to 
that, since it seeks to show how, coming down from 
that state, it goes through the relative activities of the 
waking state. The Jiva, passing from the waking to 
the dream state, and thence to the state of profound 
sleep, stays there for a while; then he comes slightly 
down, and after enjoying himself and roaming in the 
dream state, etc.—all this has been explained—he 
comes back to the waking state. 


agama: gaaeagqestanad, uiri qe 
aem maama — Sensbeqre, senrodi- 
sare aaf N ak I 
35. Just as a cart, heavily loaded, goes on 
rumbling, so does the self that is in the body, 


being presided over by the Supreme Self, go 
making noises, when breathing becomes difficult. 


l 
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From here onwards transmigration of the self is 
being described. To show that as the self came from 
the dream to the waking state, sorit will pass from this 
body to the next, an example is being given: Just as 
in life a cart, fully or heavily loaded with utensils and 
other household effects such as a mortar and pestle, 
a winnowing-fan and cooking vessels, as well as eat- 
ables, goes on rumbling under the load, driven by the 
carter, so does the self that is in the body, i.e. the self 
that has the subtle body as its limiting adjunct, which 
moves between this and the next world, as between 
the waking and dream states, through birth and death, 
consisting respectively in the association with and 
dissociation from the body and organs, called evils, 
and the departure of which is immediately followed by 
that of the vital force etc., being presided over, or 
revealed, by the self-luminous Supreme Self, go making 
noises. As has been said, ‘It is through the light of 
the self that he sits, goes out,’ etc. (IV. iii. 6). 


It should be noted’ here that when the subtle body, 
which has the vital force as its chief constituent, and 
is revealed by the self-luminous Atman, goes, the self, 
of which it is the limiting adjunct, also seems to go. 
As another Sruti says, ‘On whose (departure must I 
depart)?' (Pr. VI. 3), and 'It thinks, as it were' 
(IV. iii. 7). Hence the text says, 'Presided over by 
the Supreme Self.' Otherwise how can the self, being 
unified with the Supreme Self, go making noises like a 
cart? Therefore (the meaning is that) the self, with 
the subtle body as its limiting adjunct, goes making 
noises (the death rattle), afflicted by the feeling of pain 
as the vital parts are slashed. When does that happen? 
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When breathing becomes difficult—when the man is 
gasping for breath. The word ‘etat’ is an adverb 
(meaning 'thus') Although this is an occurrence that 
is commonly observed, the Sruti repeats it only to 
create a spirit of renunciation in us. So miserable is 
this relative existence! Since at the time of death the 
vital parts are slashed, causing loss of memory and 
putting à man in a helpless state of mind on account 
of the pangs felt, so that he cannot adopt the requisite 
means for his well-being, therefore, before that crisis 
comes, he must be alert in practising the means con- 
ducive to that end. This is what the Sruti says out of 
compassion. 


a erum ata—acar steerer arr- 
mri arasa ateeat at fure ar ara- 
aaga, TIANA GUT SEI: AIST ga: 
qari afaatearafa stor N 35 N 


36. When this (body) becomes thin—is 
emaciated through old age or disease—then, as 
a mango, or a fig, or a fruit of the peepul tree 
is detached from its stalk, so does this infinite 
being, completely detaching himself from the 
parts of the body, again go, in the same way 
that he came, to particular bodies, for the un- 
foldment of his vital force. 


When, and owing to what, does that difficulty of 
breath take place? How does it take place, and what 
for? The answers to these questions are being given: 
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When this human body that is a product of ignorance, 
with a head, hands, etc., becomes thin. Why? 
Through old age, being naturally worn out like a fruit 
ripened by time, or disease, literally, that which causes 
affliction, hence, fever etc. Afflicted with disease, the 
body, owing to impaired digestion, cannot digest the 
food that is eaten, and not being nourished by its 
essence, gets thin. This is what is meant by the 
expression ‘or through disease.” When the body ts 
extremely emaciated by fever and other causes, 
dyspneea sets in, and at this stage the man goes 
making noises like the overloaded cart. Whosoever 
has a body must be overtaken by old age, suffer from 
disease etc., and have leanness ; these are inevitable 
evils. The fact is mentioned to generate a spirit of 
renunciation in us. 


How he leaves the body when he goes making 
noises is being described through an illustration: Then, 
as a mango, or a fig, or a fruit of the peepul tree, etc. 
The citing of many and dissimilar examples is for the 
purpose of stating that death may come from any 
cause, since the causes of death are indefinite and 
innumerable. This too is for stimulating renunciation: 
Since he is subject to death from so many causes, he 
is always in the jaws of death. Is detached from its 
stalk (Bandhana): The word ‘Bandhana’ may mean 
the sap that binds it to the stalk, or it may mean the 
stalk to which it is attached. As the fruit is detached 
from the sap or the stalk by the wind and many other 
causes, so does this infinite being, the self that is 
identified with the subtle body, i.e. has this as its 
limiting adjunct, completely detaching himself from 
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the parts of the body such as the eye—not preserving 
the body through the vital force, as he does when he 
goes into the state of profound sleep, but withdrawing 
the organs together with the vital force—agatn go, etc. 
The word ‘again’ suggests that he has before this also 
gone many a time from one body to another, as he 
moves frequently between the dream and waking states. 
In the same way that he came to his present body, to 
particular bodies, according to his past work, knowl- 
edge, and so forth. What for? For the unfoldment 
of his vital force: Though literally it would mean 
‘for the vital force,’ yet, since he goes along with it, 
the epithet would be meaningless. He goes from one 
body to another only for the unfoldment of the vital 
force. It is by this means, and not by the mere 
existence of the vital force, that he fulfils his object, 
viz. the enjoyment of the results of his work. There- 
fore in order that the vital force may be auxiliary to 
that, the specification ‘for the unfoldment of his vital 
force’ is appropriate. 


Now it may be objected: When the Jiva goes 
leaving this body, he has no power to take up another, 
for he is dissociated from his body and organs. Nor 
are there others who, like servants, would wait for him 
with another body made ready, as a king’s retinue 
waits for him with a house kept ready. How under 
the circumstances can he take up another body? The 
answer is: He has adopted the whole universe as his 
means to the realisation of the results of his work ; and 


4-3-37] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 697 
| 


he is going from one body to another to fulfil this 
object. Therefore the whole universe, impelled by his 
work, waits for him with the requisite means for the 
realisation of the results of his work made ready. 
Witness the Sruti: ‘A man is born into the body that 
has been made for him’ (S. VI. ii. 2. 27). It is 
analogous to the case of a man about to return from 
the dream to the waking state. The process is being 
explained by a familiar illustration: 


ACM UMANA: MITA: GANASSA: 
rere: ofan, azar, aanmesdt, 
Ta gafas aair qarta airna, qd suraria, 
ganad a y 39 N 


37. Just as when a king is coming, the 
Ugras set against particular offences, the Sūtas 
and the leaders of the village wait for him with 
varieties of food and drink and mansions ready, 
saying, ‘ Here he comes, here he comes,’ so for 
the person who knows about the results of his 
work, all the elements wait saying, ‘ Here comes 
Brahman, here comes Brahman. ’ 


Just as when a king, duly installed on the throne, 
is coming to some place within his kingdom, the Ugras, 
a particular caste, or so called from their fierce deeds, 
set against particular offences, appointed to punish 
thieves etc., the Sūtas, a hybrid caste, and the leaders 
of the village, anticipating the king’s visit, wast for 
him with varieties of food such as those that are chewed 
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or otherwise eaten, and drink such as wine, and 
mansions such as palaces ready, saying, “Here he 
comes, here he comes,’ so for_the person who knows 
about the results of his work, i.e. the transmigrating 
self—for the results of one’s work are the topic under 
consideration, and they are referred to by the word. 
‘evam’ (thus)—all the elements that make up his body, 
together with the presiding deities, Indra and the rest, 
who help the organs to function, wait with the means 
of enjoying the fruits of his work made ready—being 
impelled by that work. 


ae ete ANAJN: seta: Sum. 
Asiana a, wattrarcarmadae uf mT 
aftranata, asagi waft nac à 


Tat ATAN 

38. Just as when the king wishes to depart, 
the Ugras set against particular offences, the 
Sūtas and the leaders of the village approach 
him, so do all the organs approach the departing 
man at the time of death, when breathing 
becomes difficult. 

Who accompany him as he thus wishes to go? 
And do those who accompany him go prompted by 
an act of his, or do they go of their own accord i 
conformity with his past work, together with the 
elements that make up his new body, called the next 
world? Regarding this an illustration is being given: 
Just as when the king wishes to depart, the Ugras set 
against particular offences, the Sutas and the leaders 
of the village approach him in a body, unbidden by 
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the king, and simply knowing that he wishes to go, 
so do all the organs approach ihe departing man, the 
experiencer of the fruits of his work, at the time of 
death, when breathing becomes difficult. This last 
clause has been explained. 


P 


SECTION IV 


The description of transmigration has been intro- 
duced. In that connection it has been said, 'The 
infinite being, completely detaching himself from the 
parts of the body,' etc. (IV. iii. 36). In order to state 
when that detachment takes place and how, it is 
necessary to describe the process of transmigration in 
detail. Hence the present section. 


a urere Aca uum ere, suia 


sme aeaa, a GUTEN amar 


CATA ; A AAT STAT: qu: qUE 
qafadasareqet aÀ ti R N 


I. When this self becomes weak and sense- 
less, as it were, the organs come to it. Com- 
pletely withdrawing these particles of light, it 
comes to the heart. When the presiding deity 
of the eye turns back from all sides, the man 
fails to notice colour. 

When this self, which is under consideration, 
becomes weak. Really it is the body that becomes 
weak, but its weakness is figuratively spoken of as that 
of the self ; for being formless, it can never by itself 
become weak. ‘Similarly it becomes senseless, as it 
were, i.e. fails to discriminate. It cannot by itself be 
senseless or otherwise, for it is the eternal self-luminous 
Intelligence ; hence the expression ‘as it were.’ The 
state of helplessness noticeable at the time of death, 
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which is caused by the withdrawal of the organs, is 
attributed by ordinary people to the self. So they say, 
‘Oh, he has become senseless!’ 


Or the expression ‘as it were’ should be connected 
with both the adjectives, meaning ‘becomes weak, as 
it were, and senseless, as it were,’ for both states are 
alike due to extraneous limiting adjuncts, and both the 
verbs agree with the same subject. At this time the 
organs such as that of speech come to it, the self. Then 
this self that is in the body is detached from the parts 
of the body. How does this detachment take place, 
and how do the organs come to the self? This is being 
answered: Completely withdrawing these particles of 
light, i.e. the organs such as the eye, so called because 
they reveal colour etc. The adverb ‘completely’ 
shows the distinction of this state from a dream, when 
they are just drawn in, not absolutely, as in this case, 
as is known from such passages as, ‘The organ of 
speech is absorbed, the eye is absorbed’ (II. i. 17), 
‘He takes away a little of this all-embracing world 
(the waking state)’ (IV. iii. 9), and ‘Taking the shining 
functions of the organs with him,’ etc. (IV. iii. x1). Jt 
comes to the heart, i.e. the ether in the lotus of the 
heart ; in other words, its intelligence is manifested in 
the heart. (The withdrawal in question is attributed 
to the self) simply because the activities of the intellect 
and so forth are at rest. The Atman by itself cannot 
move, or undergo changes such as the stopping of 
activities, for it has been said, ‘It thinks; as it were, 
and shakes, as it were’ (IV. iii. 7). It is through its 
limiting adjuncts such as the intellect that all changes 
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are attributed to the self. When does it withdraw the 
particles of light? This is being answered: The 
presiding deity of the eye—lit. the being associated 
with the eye—who is a part of the sun, being directed 
by the experiencer's past work, goes on helping the 
functions of the eye as long as he lives, but he ceases 
to help the eye and is merged in his own self, the sun, 
when the man is about to die. This has been stated 
in the passage, ‘When the vocal organ of the dead 
man has been merged in fire, the vital force in Vayu, 
the eye in the sun,’ etc. (III. ii. 3). They will again 
occupy (their respective places) when the man takes 
another body. This (dual phenomenon) takes place 
when a man is fast asleep, and when he wakes up. 
This is expressed by the text: When the presiding 
deity of the eye turns back from all sides, the dying 
man fails to notice colour. At this time the self 
completely withdraws the particles of light, the eye 
and other organs, as in the dream state. 


wife, a qyadteung: cataefa , at firre- 
amg: qana, a taad cere: ; eaf, a 
qadteurg: ; quie, a adag: ; mmn, 
a aga erg, uud, a eyedieng: ; TE- 
a, a fasradteng:; aa Baer gaei 
saat , a sede e frenmafe—aeaer ar, 
quif qt, AT aT TAA , euenmed si 
gna; soagn aa SUIT agna A ; 
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afta aafa, afaamaarcanate | d fen- 
RATT MAAR TATA T N R N 


2. (The eye) becomes united (with the 
subtle body); then people say, ' He does not 
see.’ (The nose) becomes united; then they 
say, ‘He does not smell.’ (The tongue) be- 
comes united; then they say, ' He does not 
taste.’ (The vocal organ) becomes united; then - 
they say, ' He does not speak.' (The ear) 
becomes united; then they say, ' He does not 
hear.’ (The Manas) becomes united; then they 
say, 'He does not think.' (The skin) becomes 
united; then they say, 'He does not touch.' 
(The intellect) becomes united; then they say, 
"He does not know.’ The top of the heart 
brightens. Through that brightened top the self 
departs, either through the eye, or through the 
head, or through any other part of the body. 
When it departs, the vital force follows; when 
the vital force departs, all the organs follow. 
Then the self has particular consciousness, and 
goes to the body which is related to that con- 
sciousness. It is followed by knowledge, work 
and past experience. 


Every organ becomes united with the subtle body 
of the dying man ; then people at his side say of him, 
"He does mot see.' Similarly, when on the withdrawal 
of its presiding deity the nose becomes untied with the 
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subtle body, they say, ‘He does not smell.’ The rest 
is to be similarly explained. The moon or Varuna is 
the deity of the tongue ; when he stops functioning, 
they say, ‘He does not taste.’ Similarly they say that 
he does not speak, hear, think, touch and know. This 
means that at that time the presiding deities cease to 
work, and the organs are united in the heart.! What 
takes place in the body after the organs have been 
united in the heart is now being stated: The top of 
the heart mentioned above, i.e. of the orifice of the 
heart—its ‘top’ here means the nerve-end, which is the 
exit for the self—brighitens, as in the dream state, its 
own lustre due to the drawing in of the organs being 
revealed by its own light as the Atman. Through 
that top brightened by the light of the Atman, the 
individual self, with the subtle body as its limiting 
adjunct, departs. As the Prasna Upanisad puts it: 
‘On whose departure must I depart, and on whose 
stay, must I stay?—He projected the vital force’ 
(VI. 3). 

In the subtle body the self-effulgent intelligence 
of the Atman is always particularly manifest. It is 
because of this limiting adjunct that the self comes 
under relative existence involving all such changes as 
birth and death, and going and coming. The twelve 
organs, including the intellect, consist of it ; it is the 
Sütra,* the life, and the inmost self of the movable 
and immovable universe. As the self departs with the 


1 That is, the subtle body with its seat in the heart. 
? IV. iii. 9. 
? III. vii. 2. 
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help of the light at the top of the heart, by which way 
does it leave the body? Through the eye, if it has a 
store of work or relative knowledge that would take it 
to the sun, or through the head, if they are such as 
would entitle it to go to the world of Hiranyagarbha, 
or through any other part of the body, according to 
its past work and knowledge. When it, the individual 
self, deparís for the next world, i.e. when it has the 
intention to go there, the vital force follows, like the 
Prime Minister of a king ; and when the vital force 
departs, all the organs such as that of speech follow. 
This simply denotes conformity to their respective 
leaders, not that the vital force and the organs go one 
after the other, as it happens in a party.! 


Then the self has particular consciousness, as in 
dreams, in consequence of its past work, not independ- 
ently. If it had this consciousness independently, 
everybody would achieve the end of his life ; but it 
never has that. Hence Vyasa says, ‘(A man attains 
whatever he thinks of at the moment of death) if he 
has always been imbued with that idea ' (G. VIII. 6). 
As a matter of fact, everybody has at that moment a 
consciousness which consists of impressions in the form 
of particular modifications of his mind (regarding the 
next life) that are induced by his past work. And goes 
to the body which is related to that consciousness, i.e. 
is revealed by that particular consciousness. There- 
fore, in order to have freedom of action at the time of 


1 The particle ‘anu’ (after) here means ‘according to.’ 
Really they all go together. 


45 
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death, those aspirants after the future life who have 
faith should be alert in the practice of the system of 
Yoga and right knowledge, and in the acquisition of 
particular merit (by doing good deeds). All the sacred 
books also carefully seek to dissuade men from doing 
evil ; for nothing can be done at the dying moment, as 
there is no independence for the man, who is carried 
away by his past work. It has been said, ‘One indeed 
becomes good through good work and evil through evil 
work' (III. ii. 13). The aim of the Upanisads in all 
the recensions is to prescribe remedies for this evil. 
There is no other way to eradicate this evil completely 
except by following the course laid down by them. 
Therefore all should try to practise the remedies 
prescribed by the Upanisads ; this is the gist of the 
whole passage. 


It has been stated that the departing self, loaded 
with materials, goes making noises like a cart. Now, 
as it starts for the next world, what is its food on the 
way or for consumption on reaching that world, 
corresponding to the carter's load, and what are the 
materials for building its new body and organs? The 
answer is being given: It, this self journeying to the 
next world, is followed by knowledge of all sorts, those 
that are enjoined or forbidden as well as those! that 
are neither enjoined nor forbidden; also work, enjoined 
or forbidden, and neither enjoined nor forbidden, and 
past experience, i.e. the impressions of experiences 
regarding the results of past actions. These impressions 


1 Regarding common or trivial things; similarly with 
work. 
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take part in initiating fresh actions as well as in bring- 
ing past actions to fruition ; hence they too accompany. - 
Without these impressions no action can be done, nor 
any results of past actions achieved, for the organs are 
not skilful in unpractised work. But when the organs 
are prompted to work by the impressions of past 
experience, they can easily attain skill even without 
practice in this life. It is frequently observed that 
some are clever in certain kinds of work such as paint- 
ing from their very birth, even without practice in this 
life, while others are unskilful even in some very easy 
tasks. Similarly in the enjoyment of sense-objects 
also some are observed to be naturally skilful or dull. 
All this is due to the revival or non-revival of past 
experience. Therefore without past experience we 
cannot understand how anybody can proceed to do 
any work or to enjoy the results of past work. Hence 
these three—knowledge, work and past experience—are 
the food on the way to the next world, corresponding 
to the load of the carter. Since these three are the 
means of attaining another body and enjoying (the 
results of one’s past work), therefore one should 
cultivate only the good forms of them, so that one may 
have a: desirable body and desirable enjoyments. This 
is the purport of the whole passage. 


Now the question is, when the self loaded with 
knowledge etc., is about to go to another body, does 
it leave the old body and go to another like a bird 
going to another tree? Or is it carried by another 
body serving as a vehicle to the place where, according 
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to its past work, it is to be born? Or does it stay 
.here, while its organs become all-pervading and func- 
` tion as such? Or is it that so long as it remains in the 
body, its organs are contracted to the limits of that, 
but when it dies they become all-pervading—like the 
light of a lamp when the (enclosing) jar is broken—and 
contract again when a new body is made?! Or, as in 
the Vaisesika system, does only the mind go to the 
place where the new body is to be made? Or is there 
any other theory in the Vedanta? This is being 
answered: We know from the Sruti text, ‘These are 
all equal, and all infinite’ (I. v. 13), that the organs 
are all-comprising.? Another reason for this is their 
resting on the vital force, which is all-comprising. 
Their limitation in the sphere of the body and the 
elements (as colour etc.) is due to the work, knowledge 
and past impressions of men. Therefore, although the 
organs are naturally all-pervading and infinite, since the 
new body is made in accordance with the person's work, 
knowledge and past impressions, the functions of the 
organs also contract or expand accordingly. As it has 
been said, ‘Equal to a white ant, equal to a mosquito, 
equal to an elephant, equal to these three worlds, 
equal to this universe' (I. iii. 22). It is also supported 
by the following: 'He who meditates upon these 
as infinite,’ etc. (I. v. 13), and ‘(One becomes) exactly 
as one meditates upon Him,’ etc. (S. X. v. ii. 20). 


1 Of the different views given here, the first three are 
those of the Jains, the Devatàvadins (the upholders.of the 
theory of angel-guides), and the Samkhya and allied schools 
respectively, while the fourth represents the Vedantic view. 

2 Yn their form relating to the gods. 
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Therefore the impressions called past experience, 
under the control of the person's knowledge and work, 
stretch out, like a leech, from the body, retaining their 
seat in the heart, as in the dream state, and build 
another body in accordance with his past work ; they 
leave their seat, the old body, when a new body is 
made. An illustration on this point is being given: 


ATA JANSA THEA MAARATA- 
anaga, cataraareng se frees, afat 
TARA, AAATHAATHPTTCATARIA N 3 Hl 


3. Just as a leech supported on a straw goes 
to the end of it, takes hold of another support 
and contracts itself, so does the self throw this 
body aside—make it senseless—take hold of 
another support, and contract itself. 


Regarding this passing on to another body the 
following is an illustration: Just as a leech support- 
ed on a straw goes to the end of 1t, takes hold of 
another straw as support and contracts itself, i.e. 
one part of its body, to where the other part is, so 
does the self, the transmigrating self that is being 
discussed, throw this body, the one already taken, 
aside, as it does when entering the dream state—make 
st senseless by withdrawing itself from it—take hold of 
another support or body, as the leech does another 
straw, by stretching out its impressions, and contract 
itself, i.e. identify itself, at the place where the new 
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body is being formed, with that new body, movable 
or immovable—as in dreams the self creates a new 
body and dwells, as it were, in that dream body. 


There the organs, under the sway of the person’s 
past work, are combined so as to manifest their 
functions ; an external body, like one made of straw 
and clay, is also formed. When the organs have been 
arranged, the presiding deities such as fire come to the 
body to help the organ of speech and so forth. This 
is the process of the formation of a new body. 


Now, in this formation of a new body does the 
self again and again crush the materials that are 
always there ready at hand and with them make a 
new body, or does it collect new materials every 
time? This is being answered through an illustration: 


aan qmen aay aaa 
sepu wd dad, gaan sme famen, 
ateat wafer, aaa serum Gd mpud— 
fasi at, meaa wr Gd at, sed quc, SUED aT, 
ferta 


4. Just as a goldsmith takes apart a little 
quantity of gold and fashions another—a newer 
and better—form, so does the self throw this 
body away, or make it senseless, and make 
another—a newer and better—form suited to 
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the Manes or the celestial minstrels, or the gods, 
or Viraj, or Hiranyagarbha, or other beings. 


Just as a goldsmith takes apart a little quantity 
of gold and fashions another—a newer and better— 
form than the previous model, so does the self—these 
and the preceding words have been explained—again 
and again crush the five elements beginning with earth 
and ending with the ether that are always ready at 
hand, which have been described in the second chapter 
in the passage, ‘Brahman has but two forms’ 
(II. iii. 1), and stand for the gold—and make another 
—a newer and better—form, or body, suited to the 
Manes, i.e. fit for enjoyments in the world of the 
Manes, or the celestial minstrels, i.e. fit for their enjoy- 
ments, or the gods, or Viraj, or Hiranyagarbha, or 
cther beings, according to its past work and knowledge. 


All those things which are the limiting adjuncts 
of the self and are styled its bonds, and connected 
with which it is considered identifed with them, are 
here gathered together and pointed out in a group: 


Ei WT aac ser fear ANAA: MORA- 
angie: ipu: greta cmd! arana ART- 
WIAA AISAMAA: RAASHAN: slum 
sma ainsin: udmaerudaipimdt- 
Ama gd, meer seran eur aafa—ara- 
wre angele, arare Tat vata ; qup quae 
wor vale, ra: ada! seit GET HAA 
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dari quw eft; up ann wale cenqaala, 
qoe THA HEA, AHA Fae TETA ea 


5. That self is indeed Brahman, as well as 
identified with the intellect, the Manas and the 
vital force, with the eyes and ears, with earth, 
water, air and the ether, with fire, and what is 
other than fire, with desire and the absence of 
desire, with anger and the absence of anger, with 
righteousness and unrighteousness, with every- 
thing—identified, as is well known, with this 
(what is perceived) and with that (what is 
inferred). As it does and acts, so it becomes; 
by doing good it becomes good, and by doing 
evil it becomes evil—it becomes virtuous through 
good acts and vicious through evil acts. Others, 
however, say, ' The self is identified with desire 
alone. What it desires, it resolves; what it 
resolves, it works out; and what it works out, 
it attains.' 


That self which thus transmigrates is indeed 
Brahman, the Supreme Self that is beyond hunger 
etc., as well as identified with the intellect (Vijnana- 
maya), being noticed through it ; for it has been said, 
"Which is the self? This infinite entity (Purusa) that 
is ideritified with the intellect and is in the midst of the 
organs, etc. (IV. iii. 7). The self is called Vijfiana- 
maya, resembling the intellect, because it is conceived 
as possessing the attributes of the intellect, as in the 
passage, ‘It thinks, as it were, and shakes, as it were’ 
(Ibid.). Likewise identified with the Manas, because 
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of its proximity to that. Also identified with the vital 
force that has the fivefold function ; for which reason 
the individual self is observed as moving, as it were. 
Similarly identified with the eyes, when it sees forms. 
Likewise identified with the ears, when it hears sounds. 
Thus as each particular organ functions, the self 
becomes identified with that. 


Similarly, being identified with the eyes and other 
organs through the intellect and vital force, the self 
becomes identified with the elements such as earth. 
When a body preponderating in elements of earth has 
to be made, it becomes identified with earth. 
Similarly, when creating a watery body in the world 
of Varuna and so forth, it becomes identified with 
water. Likewise, when an aerial body has to be made, 
it becomes identified with air. Similarly, when making 
an ethereal body, it is identified with the ether. Thus 
when it makes bodies for the gods, which preponderate 
in elements of fire, it becomes identified with fire. As 
opposed to these, the bodies of animals, of denizens 
of hell, of ghosts, and so forth, are composed of 
materials other than fire ; with regard to them the text 
says, identified with what is other than fire. Similarly, 
being identified with the body and organs, the self, on 
seeing something to be attained, forms the false notion 
that it has got this one, and has to get that one, and 
setting its heart on that, becomes identified with desire. 
When on seeing evil in that thing its longing for it 
ceases, and the mind becomes serene, pure and calm, 
then it becomes identified with the absence of destre. 
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Likewise, when that desire is somehow frustrated, it 
takes the form of anger, and the self becomes identified 
with anger. When that anger is appeased by some 
means, and the mind becomes serene and peaceful, it 
is called the absence of anger ; the self becomes identi- 
fied with that. Thus the self, becoming identified with 
desire and anger as well as with the absence of them, 
becomes identified with righteousness and unrighteous- 
ness, for without desire, anger, etc. the tendency to 
righteousness and so forth cannot arise. Witness the 
Smrti: ‘Whatever action a man does, is the outcome 
of desire’ (M. Il. 4) 


Being identified with righteousness and unright- 
eousness it becomes identified with everything. 
Everything is the effect of righteousness and unright- 
eousness: whatever is differentiated js the result of 
these two. The self, on attaining it, becomes identi- 
fied with that. In short, identified, as is well known, 
with this, i.e. with objects that are perceived, and 
therefore with that. ‘That’ refers to imperceptible 
objects that are indicated only by their perceptible 
effects. The mind has an infinite number of thoughts, 
which cannot be definitely specified ; they are known 
at particular moments through their effects, which lead 
us to infer that this or that particular thought is in 
one’s mind. Through that perceptible effect—which 
marks the identification of the self with ‘this’ or the 
perceptible—its remote or internal activity is indicated, 
and it is therefore designated as identified at present 
with ‘that’ or the imperceptible. To put it briefly, as 
it habitually does and acts, so it bécomes. ‘Doing’ 
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refers to prescribed conduct as indicated, for instance, 
by injunctions and prohibitions, while 'action' is not 
so prescribed ; this is the distinction between them. 
By doing good it becomes good: This amplifies the 
idea of ‘As it does,’ and by doing evil it becomes evil, 
the idea of 'As it acts.' 


The use of a suffix denoting habit (in four words 
of the text) may lead to a notion that the identification 
with good and evil actions consists in intense associa- 
tion with them, not in merely doing them. To remove 
this it is said, i4 becomes virtuous through good acts 
and vicious through evil acts. The identification comes 
of merely doing good and evil acts, and does not 
require habitual performance. This last only intensi- 
fies the identification ; this is the difference. The long 
and short of it is, that doing good and bad deeds under 
the impulse of desire, anger, etc., is the cause of the 
Atman’s identification with everything, its undergoing 
transmigration and passing from one body to another ; 
for, impelled by this, the self takes one body after 
another. Therefore good and bad deeds are the cause 
of its transmigratory existence. Scriptural injunctions 
and prohibitions are directed to this. Herein lies the 
utility of the scriptures. 


Others, other authorities on bondage and libera- 
tion, however, say: It is true that good and bad 
deeds prompted by desire etc. are the cause of a 
man's taking a body; still it is under the influence 
of desire that he accumulates these deeds. When 
desire is gone, work, although present, does not lead 
to the accumulation of merit or demerit. Even if he 
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goes on doing good and bad deeds, these, bereft of 
the desire, produce no results ; therefore desire is the 
root of transmigratory existence. As the Mundaka 
Upanisad says, ‘He who longs for objects of desire, 
making much of them, is born along with those desires 
in places where he will realise them’ (III. ii. 2). 
Therefore the self is identified with desire alone. Its 
identification with other things, although it may be 
present, does not produce any results ; hence the text 
emphatically says, ‘Identified with desire alone.’ 
Being identified with desire, what it desires, it resolves. 
That desire manifests itself as the slightest longing for 
a particular object, and, if unchecked, takes a more 
definite shape and becomes resolve. Resolve is deter- 
mination, which is followed by action. What it 
resolves as a result of the desire, :? works out by doing 
the kind of work that is calculated to procure the 
objects resolved upon. And what it works out, it 
attains, i.e. its results. Therefore desire is the only 
cause of its identification with everything as well as of 
undergoing transmigration. 


edu art water | 
aaa eH: Se HAT ea 
feg wet ae freee | 
MAA HATTA ACHAT HTT | 
SIRJA AIA ARA HAT |] 
gla gy staat: ; ANRA: — ASRR 
fren santa SATORRETHT | GE aro senfa, 
sea cruris us 
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6. Regarding this there is the following 
verse: ‘Being attached, he, together with the 
Work, attains that result to which his subtle body 
or mind is attached. Exhausting the results of 
whatever work he did in this life, he returns 
from that world to this for (fresh) work.' Thus 
does the man who desires (transmigrate). But 
the man who does not desire (never trans- 
migrates). Of him who is without desires, who is 
free from desires, the objects of whose desire have 
been attained, and to whom all objects of desire 
are but the Self—the organs do not depart. 
Being but Brahman, he is merged in Brahman. 


Regarding this subject there ts also the following 
verse: Being attached, i.e. with his desire for it 
roused, he, the man who transmigrates, together with 
the work that he did with attachment to its result, 
attains that result to which his subtle body or mind 1s 
firmly attached, i.e. for which it yearns, since he did 
the work out of a desire for that.—The mind is called 
the subtle body, Linga, because it is the principal part 
of the latter ; or the word ‘Linga’ may mean a sign, 
that which indicates the self.—Therefore, only on 
account of this attachment of his mind, he attains the 
result through that action. This proves that desire is 
the root of transmigratory existence. Hence a 
knower of Brahman who has rooted out his desires 
may work, but it will produce no (baneful) result.; for 
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the Sruti says, ‘For one who has completely attained 
the objects of his desire and realised the Self, all desires 
dissolve in this very life’ (Mu. III. ii. 2). 


Further, exhausting the results of work—what 
kind of work?—whatever work he did in this life, by 
experiencing them, he returns from that world to thts 
for work, for work holds the foremost place in this 
world. Hence the text says, ‘For work,’ i.e. to work 
again. After working again, he, owing to attachment 
to results, again goes to the next world, and so on. 
Thus does the man who desires transmigrate. Since 
it is this man of desire that transmigrates thus, there- 
fore the man who does not desire, does not transmigrate 


anywhere. 


It has been said that only the man who is attach- 
ed to results transmigrates. Since one who has no 
‘desires cannot perform (ritualistic) work, the man 
who does not desire necessarily attains liberation. 
How does a man cease to desire? He who ts without 
desires is the man who does not desire. How is this 
absence of desire attained? This is being explained: 
Who is free from destres, i.e. whom desires have left. 
How do they leave? The objects of whose desire have 
been attained. How are they attained? Because he 
is one to whom all objects of desire are but the Self— 
who has only the Self, and nothing else separate from 
It that can be desired ; to whom the Self alone exists— 
the Pure Intelligence without interior or exterior, 
entire and homogeneous ; and neither above nor below 
nor in the middle is there anything else but the Self 
to be desired. What should a person desire who has 
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realised: ‘When everything has become the Self to 
one, what should one see, hear, think or know, and 
through what? For a thing that is known as other 
than oneself may become an object of desire. But 
such a thing does not exist for the knower of Brah- 
man, the objects of whose desire have all been attained. 
He to whom all objects of desire, being but the Self, 
are already attained, is alone free from desires, is 
without desires, and does not desire any more ; hence 
he attains liberation. For he to whom everything is 
the Self, has nothing else to desire. It is contra- 
dictory to say that he has something other than the 
Self to desire, and again, that to him everything is the 
Self. Since a man who has realised his identity with 
all has nothing to desire, he cannot perform rites. 


Those who hold that even a knower of Brahman 
must perform rites in order to avoid evil,’ cannot say 
that to him everything is the Self, for they regard the 
evil that they wish him to avoid as different from the 
Self. Whereas we call him a knower of Brahman who 
constantly knows the Self which is beyond hunger etc. 
and untouched by evil; he constantly sees the Self 
which is beyond hunger and so forth. Work can never 
touch him who does not see anything other than the 
Self to be avoided or received. But one who is not a 
knower of Brahman must perform rites to avoid evil. 
Hence there is no contradiction. Therefore, having no 


1 Due to the non-performance of the regular rites. 
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desires, the person who does not desire is no more 
born ; he attains only liberation. 


Since the man who does not desire has no work 
and therefore has no cause to go to the next world, 
his organs such as that of speech do not depart or go 
up from the body. That man of realisation who has 
attained all the objects of his desire, since they are but 
the Self to him, has become Brahman in this very life, 
for as an illustration of the Infinite Brahman the follow- 
ing form was pointed out: ‘That is his form—in 
which all objects of desire have been attained and are 
but the Self, and which is free from desires’ (IV. iii. 
21.) Now that of which the above is an illustration is 
being concluded in the words, ‘But the man who does 
not desire,’ etc. How does such a man attain libera- 
tion? This is being stated: He who sees the Self, as 
in the state of profound sleep, as undifferentiated, one 
without a second, and as the constant light of Pure 
Intelligence—only this disinterested man has no work 
and consequently no cause for transmigration ; there- 
fore his organs such as that of speech do not depart. 
Rather this man of realisation is Brahman in this very 
life, although he seems to have a body. Being but 
Brahman, he is merged in Brahman. Because he has no 
desires that cause the limitation of non-Brahmanhood, 
therefore ‘being but Brahman he is merged in Brah- 
man’ in this very life, not after the body falls. A 
man of realisation, after his death, has no change of 
condition—something different from what he was in 
life, but he is only not connected with another body. 
This is what is meant by his becoming ‘merged in 
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Brahman’; for if liberation was a change of condition, 
it would contradict the unity of the Self that all the 
Upanisads seek to teach. And liberation would be the 
effect of work, not of knowledge—which nobody would 
desire. Further, it would become transitory, for 
nothing that has been produced by an action is seen to 
be eternal, but liberation is admitted to be eternal, as 
the Mantra says, ‘ This is the eternal glory (of a knower 
of Brahman),’ etc. (IV. iv. 23). 


Moreover, nothing but the inherent nature of a 
thing can be regarded as eternal. If liberation is the 
nature of the self, like the heat of fire, it cannot be said 
to be a consequence of human activity. The heat or 
light of fire is surely not a consequence of the activity 
of fire ; it is a contradiction in terms to say that they 
are, and yet that they are the natural properties of fire. 
If it be urged that they are an outcome of the activity 
of combustion, the answer is, no, because they depend 
on manifestation by the removal of obstructions to one’s 
perception. That fire is manifested through its qualities 
of heat and light by the process of combustion etc., is 
düe not to the fire itself, but to the fact that those 
qualities, not being connected with anybody’s vision, 
were hidden, and are manifested when the obstructions. 
to vision are removed by the process of combustion. 
This leads to the error that the qualities of heat and 
light are produced by the combustion. If heat and 
light are not admitted as the natural properties of fire, 
well then, we shall cite as examples whatever be its 


46 
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natural properties. Nobody can say that things have 
no natural properties at all. 

Nor can liberation be a mere negative something 
—the cessation of bondage, like the breaking of fetters, 
for the Supreme Self is supposed to be the only entity 
that exists. As the Sruti says, ' One only without a 
second ’ (Ch. VI. ii. r.). And there is no other entity 
that is bound, whose freedom from bondage, as from 
fetters, would be liberation, for we have spoken at 
length of the absence of any other entity but the 
Supreme Self.!' Therefore, as we have also said, the 
cessation of ignorance? alone is commonly called libera- 
tion, like the disappearance of the snake, for instance, 
from the rope when the erroneous notion about its 
existence has been dispelled. 

Those who hold that in liberation a new? knowl- 
edge and bliss are manifested, should explain what 
they mean by manifestation. If it means ordinary 
perception or the cognition of objects, they should state 
whether the knowledge or bliss that is manifested is 
existent or non-existent. If it is existent, it is the very 
self of that liberated man to whom it is manifested ; 
hence, there being possibly no bar to the perception, it 
will always be manifest, and for this reason it is mean- 
ingless to specify its being manifest to the liberated 
man. If, however, it is manifest only at certain times,* 
then because of the obstacles to its perception, it is 


1 See, for instance, pp. 116, 147, 298. 

? Which is the cause of the idea of bondage. 

3 That is, different from those arising from sense-contact. 

* That is, in the state of relative existence, being fre- 
quently obstructed by iníquity etc. 
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different from the self, and therefore there arises the 
question of its manifestation through some other means ; 
hence there will be the necessity of these means also.’ 
But if the knowledge and bliss in question have the 
same support as the perception, then, there being no 
possibility of obstacles, they will either be always 
manifest or always hidden ; there is no‘warrant for 
conceiving an intermediate stage between the two. 
Now attributes that have the same support, and are a 
part and parcel of the same substance, cannot have 
the relation of subject and object to one another. 
Besides, the entity that is subject to transmigration 
before the manifestation of knowledge and bliss, and 
liberated after it, must be different from the Supreme 
Self, the eternally manifest Knowledge Absolute, for 
the two are totally different from each other, like heat 
and cold ; and if differences are admitted in the Supreme 
Self, the Vedic position will be abandoned. 


Objection : If liberation makes no difference from 
the present state, it is unreasonable to make a particular 
effort for it, and the scriptures too become useless. 


Reply : No, for both are necessary to remove the 
delusion created by ignorance. Really there is no such 
distinction as liberation and bondage in the self, for it 
is eternally the same ; but the ignorance regarding it is 
removed by the knowledge arising from the teachings 
of the scriptures, and prior to the receiving of these 


1 Which will make liberation akin to relative existence. 
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teachings, the effort to attain liberation is perfectly 
reasonable. 

Objection : There will be some difference in the 
self that is under ignorance, due to the cessation or 
continuance of that ignorance. 

Reply : No; we have already (p. 477) said that 
it is; admitted to be the creation of ignorance, like a 
rope, a desert, a mother-of-pearl and the sky appear- 
ing as a snake, water, silver, and blue respectively. , 


‘Objection : But there will be some difference in 
the self due to its being or not being the cause of 
ignorance, as in the case of man affected with the 
eye-disease called Timira! or free from it. 


Reply : No, for the Sruti denies that the Atman 
by itself is the cause of ignorance, as in the passage, 
* It thinks, as it were, and shakes, as it were’ (IV. 
ii. 7); and the error we call ignorance is due to a 
combination of diverse activities. Another reason is 
that ignorance is an object witnessed by the self.? He 
who visualises the error of ignorance as something 
distinct from his own self, like a jar etc., is not himself 
under that error. 


' Objection : Surely he is under that error, for one 
feels that one sometimes has the notion, 'I do not 
know, I am confused.’ 


© Reply: No, for that too is distinctly perceived. 
He who distinctly perceives a thing cannot surely be 
'said to be mistaken about it ; it is self-contradictory to 


1 Causing distorted vision. 
‘<3 Pherefore it cannot be an integral part of the -subject. 
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say that he perceives it distinctly, and at the same 
time, that he is mistaken about it. 


You say that a person feels, ‘I do not know, I 
am confused ’: thereby you admit that he visualises his 
ignorance and confusion, in other words, that these 
become the objects of his experience. So how can the 
ignorance and confusion, which are objects, be at the 
same time a description of the subject, the perceiver? 
If, on the other hand, they are a description of the 
subject, how can they be objects and be perceived by 
the subject? An object is perceived by an act of the 
subject. The object is one thing, and the subject 
another ; it cannot be perceived by itself. Tell me 
how under such circumstances the ignorance and con- 
fusion can be a description of the subject. Moreover, 
a person who sees ignorance as something distinct— 
‘perceives it as an object of his own cognition—does not 
regard it as an attribute of the perceiver, as is the case 
with thinness, colour, and so forth in the body. 
(Similarly the effects of ignorance also are not attri- 
butes of the self). 

Objection: But everybody perceives pleasure, 
pain, desire, effort, etc. (as belonging to himself). 

Reply : Even then the man who perceives them 
is admittedly different from them. 

. Objection : Well, we have referred to the person 
who says, ‘I do not know what you say, I am 
confused.’ What do you say to that? 

Reply : Let him regard himself as ignorant and 
confused ; we, however, accept one who sees like -this 
as knowing and possessed of a clear perception. For 
instance, Vyasa has said that the owner of the. field 
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(the self) reveals the entire field (body and mind), 
including' desire.! And there are hundreds of texts 
like the following: ‘(He truly sees who) sees the 
Supreme Lord living the same in all beings—the 
immortal Principle in the midst of things perishable ’ 
(G. XIII. 27). Therefore the Atman by itself has no 
difference due to bondage or liberation, knowledge or 
ignorance, for it is admitted to be always the same and 
homogeneous by nature. 


Those, however, who, considering the reality of 
the self to be different, reduce the scriptures dealing 
with bondage and liberation to mere plausible state- 
ments, would dare to find the foot prints of birds in the 
sky, to pull it with their clenched hands, or to cover 
it as with a skin. But we can do no such thing. We 
hold that it is the definite conclusion of all the Upa- 
nisads that we are nothing but the Atman, the Brahman 
that is always the same, homogeneous, one without a 
second, unchanging, birthless, undecaying, immortal, 
deathless and free from fear. Therefore the statement, 
' He is merged in Brahman’ (this text), is but a 
figurative one, meaning the cessation, as a result of 
knowledge, of the continuous chain of bodies for one 
who has held an opposite view. 


Transmigration, which was the thing that was 
sought to be explained by the example of going into 
the waking and dream states, has been described ; so 
also its causes—knowledge, work and past experience. 
Those limiting adjuncts, the elements comprising the 
body and organs, surrounded by which the self 


1 An adaptation of Gità XIII. 33. 
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experiences the transmigratory existence, have also 
been mentioned. After stating, as a prima facie view, 
that their immediate causes are good and bad deeds, 
the cause has finally been decided to be desire. Having 
described bondage and its cause by showing that the 
decision of the Brahmana on this point agrees with 
that of the Mantra, the Sruti has concluded the topic 
with the words, ‘ Thus does the man who desires (trans- 
migrate)’ (IV. iv. 6). Then beginning with, ‘ But the 
man who does not desire (never transmigrates)’ (Ibid.), 
liberation consisting in the identity with all, which is 
the thing that was sought to be explained by the 
example of the state of profound sleep, has been 
described. And the cause of liberation has been stated 
to be the attainment of all objects of desire through 
their becoming the Self. But since this state is un- 
attainable without Self-knowledge, the cause of libera- 
tion has by implication been stated to be the knowledge 
of Brahman. Therefore, although desire has been said 
to. be the root of bondage, it is ignorance that, being 
the opposite of what leads to liberation (knowledge), 
has virtually been stated to be the cause of bondage. 
Here also liberation and its means have been dealt 
with by the Brahmana. To strengthen that, a Mantra, 
called Sloka, is being quoted: 


aay rate weaker d 
qaq Ba sge Har ser gfe fS | 
arg AASIA AIT AA AAT q wf i 
erqurfüfreraet Gales wet caer AA, 
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aAA got Aa, ceaagisaa: smt mee 
aw aq, diré 34 aaa qaquüfe grea 
AAR TIE: N O N | 


7. Regarding this there is this verse: 
' When all the desires that dwell in his heart 
(mind) are gone, then he, having been mortal, 
becomes immortal, and attains Brahman in this 
very body.’ Just as the lifeless slough of a 
snake is cast off and lies in the ant-hill, so does 
this body lie. Then the self becomes dis- 
embodied and immortal, (becomes) the Prana 
(Supreme Self), Brahman, the Light. ‘I give 
you a thousand (cows), sir,’ said Janaka, 
Emperor of Videha. | 


Regarding this very theme £here is this verse or 
Mantra: When all the desires, forms of yearning, of 
the knower of Brahman all the objects of whose desire 
are the Self, ave gone, are destroyed together with 
their root. That dwell in his heart, those well-known 
desires concerning this and the next life, viz. the desire 
for children, wealth and worlds, that abide in the 
intellect (mind) of the ordinary man. Then he, having 
been mortal, becomes immortal, being divested of 
desires together with their root. It is virtually implied 
that desires concerning things other than the Self fall 
under the category of ignorance, and are but forms of 
death. Therefore, on the cessation of death, the man 
of realisation becomes immortal. And attains Brah- 
man, the identity with Brahman, i.e. liberation, living 
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in this very body. Hence liberation does not require 
such things as going to some other place. Therefore 
the organs of a man of realisation do not depart ; they 
are merged in their cause, the self, just where they 
are. .As has been said (III. ii. 12), only their names 
remain. 


But how is it that when the organs have been 
merged, and the body also has dissolved in its cause, 
the liberated sage lives in the body identified with all, 
but does not revert to his former embodied existence, 
which is subject to transmigration? The answer is 
being given: Here is an illustration in point. Just as 
in the world the lifeless slough of a snake is cast off by 
it as no more being a part of itself, and lies 1n the ant- 
hill, or any other nest of a snake, so does this body, 
discarded as non-self by the liberated man, who 
corresponds to the snake, lie like dead. 


Then the other, the liberated man identified with 
all—who corresponds to the snake—although he re- 
sides just there like the snake, becomes disembodied, 
and is no more connected with the body. Because 
formerly he was embodied and mortal on account of 
his identification with the body under the influence of 
his desires and past work ; since that has gone, he is 
now disembodied, and therefore immortal. Prana 
means that which lives. It will be said in a succeed- 
ing verse, ‘ The Vital Force of the vital force’ (IV. iv. 
18): and another Sruti says, ‘ The mind (individual 
self), my dear, is tethered to the Prana (Supreme Self)’ 
(Ch. VI. vii. 2). From the context and the sentence 
also it is clear that the word ' Prana’ here means the 
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Supreme Self. Brahman, the same as the Supreme 
Self. What is that? The Light of Pure Intelligence, 
the light of the Atman, illumined by which the universe 
gets its eye of knowledge, and beaming with intelli- 
gence, remains unshaken in its path. 


That wished-for question for the purpose of libera- 
tion, about which Yajüavalkya gave Janaka a boon, 
has been elaborately answered by the Sruti, taking the 
form of the story of Janaka and Yajüavalkya. ` It 
deals with bondage and liberation together with their 
causes, by means of themes and illustrations. The 
way of deliverance from relative existence has been 
told to all. Now the Sruti itself states that Janaka 
said such and such to compensate for the instructions 
he had received. What was it? ‘Thus delivered, I 
give you a thousand cows, sir, as a requital for the 
instructions received,’ said Janaka, Emperor of Videha. 
Now, since the meaning of liberation has been ascer- 
tained, why does he not offer himself as well as the 
empire of Videha, but merely give a thousand cows, as 
when only a part of liberation was explained? What 
is the idea behind it? 


Here some say, Janaka, who takes delight in 
the knowledge of the Self, wants to hear again through 
Mantras what he has already heard ; hence he does not 
offer everything. He thinks he will do it at the end, 
after he has heard what he wants to from Yajiiavalkya. 
He is afraid lest, in case he offers everything now, the 
sage should think that he does not want to hear any 
more, and withhold the Mantras. So he gives a 


4.4.8] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 733 


thousand cows to intimate his desire to hear more. All 
this is wrong, for the Sruti, being trustworthy author- 
ity, can never have recourse to a subterfuge like a 
man. Besides there is something more to be explain- 
ed ; although liberation, which is attainable through 
Self-knowledge, has been explained, a part of the 
latter, viz. the relinquishment of desires that is called 
renunciation, is yet to be described. Therefore the 
view that the Emperor merely wishes to hear the 
Mantras is not sound. A resort to repetition can be 
made only when there is no other way out, and should 
be avoided when there is an alternative ; and we have 
already said (p. 486) that renunciation is not a mere 
eulogy on Self-knowledge. It may be urged that in 
that case the Emperor should say, ‘ (Please instruct 
me) further about liberation itself.’ To this we reply: 
The objection does not hold. The Emperor thinks 
that renunciation is not a direct cause of liberation like 
Self-knowledge ; accordingly it can go in like a sub- 
sidiary act in a sacrifice. For the Smrti says, ‘ One 
should give up the body through renunciation.’ Even 
if renunciation were a means to liberation, it would 
not necessitate the request, ‘(Please instruct me) further 
about liberation itself,’ because it merely serves to 
mature Self-knowledge, which is the means of libera- 
tion. 


aaa xXUET walter | 


1 Pratipatti-karma. See footnote on p. 488. 
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aa fter aaka sumi: 
em eme ad fuper uc 


8. Regarding this there are the following 
verses: The subtle, extensive, ancient way has 
touched (been reached by) me. (Nay) I have 
realised it myself. Through that sages—the 
knowers of Brahman—(also) go to the heavenly 
sphere (liberation) after the fall of this body, 
being freed (even while living). | 


Regarding this subject, that liberation is attained 
by the knower of Brahman all the objects of whose 
desire are the Self—a subject that has been dealt with 
by both Mantra and Brahmana in the preceding por- 
tion—there are the following verses showing the 
. details: .The subtle, being difficult to comprehend ; 
extensive, or on account of another reading, ‘Vitara,’ 
effectively leading to liberation ; ancient primeval, 
being revealed by the eternal Srutis, not modern like 
the misleading paths emanating from the intellect of 
the logicians ; way, the path of knowledge that con- 
duces to liberation; has touched me, i.e. has been 
reached by me. That which is attained by somebody 
is connected with him as if it touched him ; hence the 
path of liberation consisting in the knowledge of 
Brahman, having been attained by me, is said to have 
touched me. J have not merely attained it, but have 
realised it myself. Realisation (Anuvedana) is that 
attainment which, as knowledge ripens, culminates in 
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the ‘ultimate results, as eating culminates in satiety. 
In the previous clause only a contact with knowledge 
is meant. This is the difference. 

Objection: Is this seer of the Mantras the only 
person who has achieved the result of the knowledge 
of Brahman, and has none else done it, so that he 
asserts, ‘I have realised it myself’? 

Reply : There is nothing wrong in it. It is a 
eulogy on the knowledge of Brahman, inasmuch as its 
result is unique—it is subjective. Such indeed is Self- 
knowledge: it gives one the conviction that one is 
completely blessed, and it requires no other witness 
than the testimony of one’s own experience ; so what 
can be better than this? Thus it is a glorification of 
the knowledge of Brahman ; not that no other knower 
of Brahman attains that result. For the Sruti says, 
“Whoever among the gods (knew It also became That)” 
(I. iv. 10), which shows that the knowledge of Brahman 
is accessible to all. This is expressed by the text: 
Through that path of the knowledge of Brahman 
Sages, men of illumination, i.e. other knowers of 
Brahman also, go to the heavenly sphere, or liberation, 
which is the result of the knowledge of Brahman— 
‘ Heavenly sphere’ generally means heaven, the abode 
of the gods, but here from the context it means libera- 


tion—after the fall of this body, being freed even 
while living. 


aree SATE: 
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g. Some speak of it as white, others as blue, 
grey, green, or red. This path is realised by a 
Brahmana (knower of Brahman). Any other 
knower of Brahman who has done good deeds 
and is identified with the Supreme Light, (also) 
treads this path. 


Seekers after liberation are at variance regarding 
this path leading to liberation. How? Some aspirants 
speak of it as white, pure or limpid, others as blue, 
others as grey, green, or red, according to their 
experience. In reality, however, they are the nerves 
Susumna and so forth, filled with phlegm and other 
liquids, for they have been mentioned in the words, 
'(Filled) with white, blue, grey,’ etc. (IV. iii. 20). Or 
they consider the sun to be this path of liberation, 
because of the reference in another Sruti, ‘He is white, 
he is blue,’ etc. (Ch. VIII. vi. 1). Besides, the path: 
of realisation cannot have any colour, white or any 
other. In either case these white and other colours 
refer to some other path than that of knowledge of 
Brahman, which is the one under consideration. 


It may be urged that the word ' white ' refers to 
the pure monistic path. To this we reply: Not so, 
for it is enumerated along with the words, ‘ blue,’ 
* yellow,'! etc., denoting colour. The white and other 
paths that the Yogins designate as the paths of libera- 
tion, are not really such, for they fall within the range 
of relative existence. They merely lead to the world of 
Hiranyagarbha and so on, for they relate to the exit 


1 This word does not occur m the above text. 
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through particular parts of the body: ‘ Through the 
eye, or through the head, or through any other part of 
the body ’ (IV. iv. 2). Therefore the path of liberation 
is the absorption of the body and the organs such as 
the eye in this very life, like the going out of a lamp— 
when transmigration is impossible, owing to the exhaus- 
tion of all desires through their attainment by the 
transformation of all objects of desire as the Self. This 
path of knowledge ts realised by a Brahmana who has 
given up all his desires, and become one with the 
Supreme Self. Any other knower of Brahman also 
treads this path of the knowledge of Brahman. What 
kind of knower of Brahman? Who first of all has 
done good deeds and then given up the desire for 
children etc., and is identified with the Supreme Light 
—by connecting himself with the Light of the Supreme 
Self, is metamorphosed into that, that is, has become 
the Atman in this very life. Such a knower of Brah- 
man treads this path. 


One who combines good work with knowledge is 
not meant here, for we have said that these are contra- 
dictory. The Smrti too says, ‘ Salutation to that 
Embodiment of Liberation whom serene monks, fear- 
less about rebirth, attain after the cessation of the 
effects of their good and bad deeds ' (Mbh. XII. xlvi. 
56). There is also the exhortation to relinquish merit 
and demerit: ' Give up doing good and evil' (Mbh. 
XII. cccxxxvii. 40). And there are the following 
Smrti passages: ' The gods consider him a knower of 
Brahman who has no desires, who undertakes no work, 
who does not salute or praise anybody, and whose 


736 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [4.4.9 


work has been exhausted, but who himself is un- 
changed’ (Mbh. XII. cclxix. 34), and ‘For a knower 
of Brahman there is no wealth comparable to unity, 
sameness, truthfulness, virtue, steadfastness, non- 
injury, candour, and withdrawal from all activities ’ 
(Mbh, XII. clxxiv. 37). Here also the Sruti, a little 
further on, after giving the reason why work will be 
unnecessary, in the passage, ‘ This is the eternal glory 
of a knower of Brahman: it neither increases nor 
decreases through work’ (IV iv. 23), will advise the 
giving up of all activities in the words, ‘ Therefore he 
who knows it as such becomes self-controlled, calm,’ 
etc.  (Ibid.). Therefore the clause, ‘ Who has done 
good deeds,' should be explained as we have done. 
Or the sentence may mean: The knower of Brahman 
who treads this path is a doer of good deeds and a 
Yogin who has controlled his senses.! Thus it is a 
eulogy on the knowledge of Brahman. A doer of good 
and a Yogin of this type are considered highly fortunate 
people in the world. Hence these two epithets serve 
to glorify the knower of Brahman.? 


aed an: safa Asarga | 
edt ya ea à am ag faerat ear: N go n 


IO. Into blinding darkness (ignorance) 
enter those who worship ignorance (rites). 


1 Through meditation on the Dahara (the ether in the 
heart) etc., and attained extraordinary powers. This is 
Anandagiri’s explanation of the word ee í TEM 
according to him means the organs. 

? By describing him as being of equal status to the other 
two. 
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Into greater darkness, as it were, than that 
enter those who are devoted to knowledge (the 
ceremonial portion of the Vedas).' 

Into blinding darkness, i.e. darkness that obstructs 
one's vision, or ignorance that regulates transmigra- 
tion, enter ihose who worship, i.e. follow ignorance, 
the opposite of knowledge, i.e. work consisting of ends 
and means, in other words, those who practise rites. 
Into greater darkness, as it were, than even that enter 
those who are devoted, or attached, to knowledge, that 
portion of the Vedas which deals with things that are 
the outcome of ignorance, i.e. the ritualistic portion, 
in other words, those who disregard the teachings of 
the Upanisads, saying that that portion alone which 
deals with the injunctions and prohibitions is the 
Vedas, and there is none other. 


AAT ATA d GUI Beat CUHTQTU | 

ees ariaa AASA Wat: 22 

II. Miserable are those worlds enveloped by 
(that) blinding darkness (ignorance). To them, 
after death, go those people who are ignorant 
and unwise. 

What is the harm if they enter into the darkness 
that obstructs one’s vision? This is being answered: 
Miserable are those worlds enveloped by that blinding 
darkness which obstructs one’s vision; that is, they 
are the province of that darkness of ignorance. To 


them, after death, go—who?—those people who are 
ignorant. The word ‘people’ means common folk, or 


1 Same as verse 9 of the [Savasya Upanisad. 
47 
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those subject to repeated births. Will only ignorance 
in general take one there? No, they must be unwise 
(Abudh) too. The word is formed from the root 
‘budh,’ meaning, to know, by the addition of the 
suffix 'kvip'; that is, devoid of the knowledge of the 
Self. 


aran aminga qu: | 
fis rece HIA rrr see tl $3 tl 


IZ. If a man knows the Self as ' I am this,’ 
then desiring what and for whose sake will he 
suffer in the wake of the body ? 


If a man, one in a thousand, knows the Self, 
which is his own as well as the Supreme Self, which 
knows the desires of all beings, which is in the heart 
(intellect), and is beyond the attributes of hunger etc. 
The word 'if' shows the rarity of Self-knowledge. 
Knows how? As ‘I am this’ Supreme Self, the witness 
of the perception of all beings, which has been 
described as ‘Not this, not this,’ and so on, than which 
there is no other seer, hearer, thinker and knower, 
which is always the same and is in all beings, and 
which is naturally eternal, pure, enlightened and free; 
desiring what other thing, of the nature of a result, 
distinct from his own Self, and for whose sake, for the 
need of what other person distinct from himself: Since 
he as the Self has nothing to wish for, and there is 
none other than himself for whose sake he may wish 
it, he being the Self of all, therefore desiring what and 
for whose sake will he suffer in the wake of the body 
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—deviate from his nature, or become miserable, follow- 
ing the misery created by his limiting adjunct, the 
body, i.e. imbibe the afflictions of the body? For this 
is possible for the man who does not see the Self and 
consequently desires things other than It. He struggles 
desiring something for himself, something else for his 
son, a third thing for his wife, and so on, goes the 
round of births and deaths, and is diseased when his 
body is diseased. But all this is impossible for the 
man who sees everything as the Self. This is what 
the Sruti says. 


aenga: ferra aem- 
Rai Tee AN: | 
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13. He who has realised and intimately 
known the Self that has entered this perilous 
and inaccessible place (the body), is the maker 
of the universe, for he is the maker of all, (all 
is) his Self, and he again is indeed the Self 
(of all). 


Further, he, the knower of Brahman, who has 
realised and intimately known the Self —how? —known 
himself as the innermost Self, as 'I am the Supreme 
Brahman,’ the Self that has entered this place (the 
body) which is perilous, beset with numerous dangers, 
and inaccessible with hundreds and thousands of 
obstacles to enlightenment through discrimination— 
this knower of Brahman who has realised this Self 
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through intuition is the maker of the universe. How? 
Is it only in name? This is being answered: No, not 
in name merely, for he is the maker of all: He is not 
such under the influence of any extraneous agency. 
What then? All is his Self. Is the Self something 
different from him? The answer is: He again ts indeed 
the Self (Loka). The word ‘Loka’ here means the 
Self. That is to say, all is his Self, and he is the Self 
of all. This innermost Self which has entered this 
body, beset with dangers and inaccessible, and which 
the knower of Brahman realises through intuition, is 
not the individual self, but the Supreme Self, because 
It is the maker of the universe, the Self of all, and all 
is Its Self. One should meditate upon one’s identity 
with the Supreme Self, the one only without a second: 
This is the gist of the verse. 


sea aaisa Amazan, 
a AAA fefe: | 
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14. Being in this very body we have some- 
how known that (Brahman). If not, (I should 
have been) ignorant, (and) great destruction 
(would have taken place). Those who know It 
become immortal, while others attain misery 
alone. 

Further, being in this very body, so full of dangers, 
ie. being under the spell of the long sleep of ignor- 
ance, we have somehow known that Brahman which 
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is under consideration as our own self; oh, blessed 
are we—this is the idea. If we had not known that 
Brahman which we have known, I should have been 
ignorant (Avedi) ‘Vedi’ is one who has knowledge ; 
hence ‘Avedi’ means ignorant. The shortening of the 
last vowel does not affect the meaning. What harm 
would there have been had I been ignorant? Great, of 
infinite magnitude ; destruction, consisting in births, 
deaths, etc., would have taken place. Oh, blessed are 
we that we have been saved from this great destruction 
by knowing Brahman, the one without a second ; this 
is the idea. As we have escaped this great destruction 
by knowing Brahman, so those who know It become 
immortal, while those others, people other than the 
knowers of Brahman, who do not thus know Brahman, 
attain misery alone, consisting in births, deaths, etc. 
That is to say, the ignorant never escape from them, 
for they regard misery itself (the body) as the Self. 


IAIA TATA | 
Soret senem, at eet fere p 84 N 


I5. When a man after (receiving instruc- 
tions from a teacher) directly realises this 
effulgent Self, the Lord of all that has been 
and will be, he no longer wishes to hide himself 
from it. 

But when a man, somehow meeting a highly 


merciful teacher and receiving his grace, afterwards 
directly realises this effulgent (Deva) Self, or, the 
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Seif that bestows on all the respective results of their 
deeds, the Lord of all that has been and will be, i.e. 
of the past, present and future, he mo longer wishes 
particularly to hide himself from It, this Lord. Every- 
one who sees diversity wishes to hide himself from 
God. But this man sees unity, hence he is not afraid 
of anything. Therefore he does not want to hide him- 
self any more. Or the meaning may be: When he 
directly realises the effulgent Lord as identical with his 
own self, he no longer blames anybody, for he sees all 
as his self, and for that reason whom should he 


blame? 


TEATAUFAACATISElaT: qiias | 
agar satfaet sarfaceyetaraasaag tl *5 N 


16. Below which the year with its days 
rotates, upon that immortal Light of all lights 
the gods meditate as longevity. 


Also, below which Lord, i.e. in a different category 
from it, the year, representing time which limits every- 
thing that is born, with its own parts, the days and 
nights, rotates, occupies a lower position without being 
able to limit It—upon that immortal Light of all lights, 
which is the revealer of even such luminaries as the 
sun, £hz gods meditate as longevity. Things other than 
that perish, but not this Light, for it is the longevity 
of all. Because the gods meditate upon this Light 
through its attribute of longevity, therefore they are 
long-lived. Hence one who desires a long life should 
meditate upon Brahman through Its attribute of 
longevity. 
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I7. That in which the five groups of five 
and the (subtle) ether are placed, that very 
Atman I regard as the immortal Brahman. 
Knowing (Brahman) I am immortal. 


Moreover, that Brahman in which the five groups 
of five, the celestial minstrels etc., who are five in 
number, viz. the celestial minstrels, the Manes, the 
gods, the Asuras and the Raksasas—or the four castes 
with the Candalas as the fifth—and the ether called 
the Undifferentiated, which pervades the Sütra, are 
placed—it has been said, ‘By this Immutable, O Gargi, 
is the (unmanifested) ether pervaded’ (III. viii. 11)-— 
that very Atman I regard as the immortal Brahman. 
I do not consider the Self as different from that. What 
then is it? Knowing Brahman, I am immortal. I was 
mortal only through ignorance. Since that is gone, 
I, the knowing one, am indeed immortal. 


ATO TOTES AATATATA 
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18. Those who have known the Vital Force 
of the vital force, the Eye of the eye, the Ear of 
the ear, and the Mind of the mind, have realised 
the ancient, primordial Brahman. 


Further it is by being revealed by the light of 
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the Atman that is Pure Intelligence, its own Self, that 
the vital force functions ; therefore It is the Vital Force 
of the vital force. Those who have known the Vital 
Force of the vital force, as also the Eye of the eye, 
the Ear of the ear: The eye and the other organs 
receive their powers of vision and so forth only by 
being inspired by the energy of Brahman ; by them- 
selves, divested of the light of the Atman that is Pure 
Intelligence, they are like wood or clods of earth ; and 
the Mind of the mind—in other words, those who have 
known the Self not as a sense-object, but as the inner- 
most Self whose existence is inferred from the functions 
of the eye etc., have realised, known with certainty, 
the ancient or eternal, and primordial Brahman ; for 
the Mundaka Upanisad says, ‘That which the knowers 
of the Self realise’ (II. ii. 19). 


Rata ARE , Re aha fpaa i 
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19. Through the mind alone (It) is to be 
realised. There is no difference’ whatsoever in 
It. He goes from death to death, who sees 
difference, as it were, in It. 

The means of the realisation of that Brahman is 
being described. Through the mind alone, purified 
by the knowledge of the supreme Truth, and in 
accordance with the instructions of the teacher, (It) 
is to be realised. There is no difference whatsoever in 
It, Brahman, the object of the realisation. Although 


1 Separateness or diversity. 
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there is no difference, one superimposes it through 
ignorance. He gdes from death to death. Who? Who 
sees difference, as it were, in It. That is to say, really 
there is no duality apart from the superimposition of 
ignorance. 


JRA TIA | 
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20. It should be realised in one form only, 
(for) It is unknowable and eternal. The Self is 
taintless, beyond the (subtle) ether, birthless, 
infinite and constant. 


Since It is such, therefore It should be realised in 
one form only, viz. as homogeneous Pure Intelligence, 
without any break in it, like the ether ; for Jt, this 
Brahman, is unknowable, owing to the unity of every- 
thing (in Brahman). One is known by another ; but 
It is one, hence unknowable. Eternal, unchangeable, 
or immovable. It may be objected: Surely this is 
contradictory—to say that It is unknowable, and also 
that It is known ; ‘It is known,’ means, that It is 
cognised by the means of knowledge, and ‘unknowable’ 
is the denial of that. To this we reply: It is all right, 
for only this much is denied that It, like other things, 
is known by any other means than scriptural evidence. 
Other things are cognised by the ordinary means 
independent of scriptural evidence ; but the truth of 
the Self cannot thus be known by any other means of 
knowledge but that. The scriptures too describe It 
merely by the negation of the activities of the subject, 
the evidences of knowledge, and so on, in such terms 


746 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [4.4.20 


as these: When everything is the Self, what should 
one see, . . . know, and through what?'—and not by 
resorting to the usual function of a sentence in which 
something is described by means of names. Therefore 
even in the scriptures the Self is not presented like 
heaven or Mount Meru, for instance, for it is the very 
Self of those that present it. A presentation by some- 
one has for its object something to be presented, and 
this is possible only when there is difference. 

The knowledge of Brahman too means only the 
cessation of the identification with extraneous things 
(such as the body). The relation of identity with It 
has not to be directly established, for it is already 
there. Everybody always has that identity with It, 
but it appears to be related to something else. There- 
fore the scriptures do not enjoin that identity with 
Brahman should be established, but that the false 
identification with things other than That should stop. 
When the identification with other things is gone, that 
identity with one’s own Self which is natural, becomes 
isolated ; this is expressed by the statement that the Self 
is known. In Itself It is unknowable—not compre- 
hended through any means. Hence both statements 
are consistent. 

The Self is tatniless, i.e. free from the impurities 
of good and evil, beyond the ether, subtler, or more 
pervasive, than even the unmanifested ether, birthless 
—the negation of birth implies that of the five succeed- 
ing changes? of condition also, for these originate from 


1 An adaptation of II. iv. 14 and IV. v. 15. 
2 According to Yaska a thing comes into being, exists, 
grows, begins to decline, decays and dies. 
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birth—infinite, vaster than anything else, and constant, 
indestructible. 


ane fret fara cat gala smnor: | 
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21. The intelligent aspirant after Brahman, 
knowing about this alone, should attain intuitive 
knowledge. (He) should not think of too many 
words, for it is particularly fatiguing to the organ 
of speech. 


The intelligent aspirant after Brahman, knowing 
about this kind of Self alone, from the instructions of 
a teacher and from the scriptures, should attain intuit- 
tive knowledge of what has been taught by the teacher 
and the scriptures, so as to put an end to all question- 
ing—i.e. practise the means of this knowledge, viz. 
renunciation, calmness, self-control, withdrawal of the 
senses, fortitude and concentration. (He) should not 
think of too many words. This restriction on too 
many words implies that a few words dealing ex- 
clusively with the unity of the Self are permissible. 
The Mundaka Upanisad has it: ‘Maditate upon the 
Self with the help of the syllable Om’ (II. ii. 6), and 
‘Give up all other speech’ (II. ii. 5). For it, this 
thinking of too many words, 1s particularly fatiguing 
to the organ of speech. 


Qa at w TERIS stem asd Raama: 
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22. That great, birthless Self which is identi- 
fied with the intellect and is in the midst of the 
organs, lies in the ether that is within the heart. 
It is the controller of all, the lord of all, the 
ruler of all. It does not become better through 
good work nor worse through bad work. It is 
the lord of all, It is the ruler of all beings, It is 
the protector of all beings. It is the bank that 
serves as the boundary to keep the different 
worlds apart. The Brāhmaņas seek to know 
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It through the study of the Vedas, sacrifices, 
charity, and austerity consisting in a dispas- 
sionate enjoyment of sense-objects. Knowing 
It alone one becomes a sage.  Desiring this 
world (the Self) alone monks renounce their 
homes. This is (the reason for it): The ancient 
sages, it is said, did not desire children (think- 
ing), ' What shall we achieve through children, 
we who have attained this Self, this world 
(result). They, it is said, renounced their 
desire for sons, for wealth and for the worlds, 
and lived a mendicant life. That which is the 
desire for sons is the desire for wealth, and that 
which is the desire for wealth is the desire for 
the worlds, for both these are but desires. This 
self is That which has been described as ' Not 
this, not this.’ It is imperceptible, for It is never 
perceived; undecaying, for It never decays; 
unattached, for It is never attached; unfettered 
—It never feels pain, and never suffers injury. 
(It is but proper) that the sage is never over- 
taken by these two thoughts, ‘I did an evil act 
for this,’ and ‘I did a good act for this.’ He 
conquers both of them. Things done or not 
done do not trouble him. 


Bondage and liberation together with their causes 
have been described by the preceding portion consist- 
ing of the Mantras as well as the Brahmana. The 
nature of liberation has again been elaborately set forth 
by the quotation of verses. Now it has to be shown 
how the whole of the Vedas. is applicable to this sub- 
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ject of the Self ; hence the present paragraph is intro- 
duced. By recapitulating the topic of Self-knowledge 
with its results in the way it has been dealt with in 
this chapter, it is sought to show that the entire Vedas, 
except the portion treating of ceremonies having 
material ends, are applicable to this. Hence the 
words, 'That great,' etc., recapitulating what has been 
stated. That refers to something already mentioned. 
What is it? It is pointed out by the words, “Which 
is identified with the intellect,' etc., which are intended 
to preclude any reference to the Self just mentioned 
(verse 20). Which one is meant then? The answer 
is: Which is identified with the intellect and is in the 
midst of the organs. The passage is quoted for settling 
the doubt, for at the beginning of Janaka's questions 
it has been stated, ‘Which is the self? .—This (infinite 
entity) that is identified with the intellect and is in the 
midst of the organs,' etc. (IV. iii. 7). The idea is this: 
By the demonstration of desire, work and ignorance 
as attributes of the: non-Self, the self-effulgent Atman 
that has been set forth in the passage in question is 
here freed from them and transformed into the 
Supreme Self, and it is emphatically stated, ‘It is the 
supreme Self, and nothing else'; it is directly spoken 
Of as the great, birthless Self. The words, ‘Which is 
identified with the intellect and is in the midst of the 
organs, have been already explained and have the 
Same meaning here. Lies im the ether that is within 
the lotus of the heart, the ether (Akasa) that is the seat 
of the intellect. The Atman lives in that ether con- 
taining the intellect. Or the meaning may be that the 
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individual self in the state of profound sleep dwells in 
that unconditioned Supreme Self, called Akasa, which 
is its very nature. This has been explained in the 
second chapter by way of answer to the question, 
‘Where was it then?’ (II. i. 16). 


It is* the controller of all, Hiranyagarbha, Indra, 
and the rest, for all live under It. As has been said, 
‘Under the mighty rule of this Immutable (O Gargi),’ 
etc. (III. viii. 9). Not only the controller, but the 
lord of all, Hiranyagarbha, Indra and others. Lord- 
ship may sometimes be due to birth, like that of a 
Prince over his servants. although they are stronger 
than he. To obviate this the text says, the ruler of 
all, the supreme protector, i.e. independent, not sway- 
ed by ministers and other servants like a Prince. The 
three attributes of control etc. are interdependent. 
Because the Self is the ruler of all, therefore It is the 
lord of all, for it is well known that one who protects 
another as the highest authority, wields lordship over 
him ; and because It is the lord of all, therefore It is 
the controller of all. Further It, the infinite entity 
identified with the intellect, the light within the heart 
(intellect), being one with the Supreme Self, does not 
become better, or improve from the previous state by 
the accession of some attributes, through good work 
enjoined by the scriptures, nor worse, i.e. does not fall 
from its previous state, through bad work forbidden 
by the scriptures. Moreover, everyone doing these 


! From here up to 'worlds apart', the results accruing to 
one who realises one's identity with Brahman are being 
described. ' 
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functions of presiding, protection, etc. is attended with 
merit and demerit consequent on bestowing favours 
and inflicting pains on others ; why is the Self alone 
absolved from them? The answer is: Because ‘It is 
the lord of all,’ and accustomed to rule over work also, 
therefore It is not connected with work. Further ‘It 
is the ruler of all beings,’ from Hiranyagarbha down 
to a clump of grass. The word ‘ruler’ has already 
been explained. It is the protector of all those beings. 
It is the bank—what kind of bank? —that serves as the 
boundary among the divisions of caste and order of 
life. This is expressed by the words ‘to keep the 
different worlds,’ beginning with the earth and ending 
with the world of Hiranyagarbha, apart, distinct from 
one another. If the Lord did not divide them like a 
bank, their limits would be obliterated. Therefore, in 
order to keep the worlds apart, the Lord, from whom 
the self-effulgent Atman is not different, acts as the 


embankment. 


One who knows it thus becomes ‘the controller 
of all,’ and so on—this sets forth the results of the 
knowledge of Brahman. The whole of the ceremonial 
portion of the Vedas, except that dealing with rites 
having material ends, is applicable as a means to this 
knowledge of Brahman as delineated, with the results 
described above, in the present chapter beginning 
with, “What serves as the light for a man?’ (IV. iii. 
2-6). How this can be done is being explained: The 
Brahmanas—the word ‘Brahmana’ implies the 
Ksatriyas and Vaisyas, for all the three castes are 
equally entitled to the study of the Vedas—seek to 
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know It, this infinite entity as described above, that 
can be known only from the Upanisads, through the 
study of the Vedas consisting of the Mantras and 
Brahmanas—by daily reading them. Or the passage 
may mean, “They seek to know It through the Mantras 
and Brahmanas relating to the ceremonial portion.’ 
How do they seek to know It? ‘Through sacrifices,’ 
etc. 


Some,! however, explain the passage as follows: 
‘They seek to know that which is revealed by the 
Mantras and Brahmanas.’ According to them the 
word 'Vedanuvacana' would mean only the Aranya- 
kas,? since the ceremonial portion does not speak of 
the Supreme Self ; for the Sruti distinctly says, ‘That 
Being who is to be known only from the Upanisads' 
(III. ix. 26). Besides, the word ‘Vedanuvacana,’ 
making no specification, refers to the whole of the 
Vedas ; and it is not proper to exclude one portion of 
them. 


Objection >» Your interpretation is also one-sided, 
since it excludes the Upanisads. 


Reply : No, the objection does not apply to our 
first explanation, in which there is no contradiction. 
When the word 'Vedanuvacana' means daily reading, 
the Upanisads too are of course included ; hence no 
part of the meaning of the word is abandoned. Besides 
it is used along with the words, ‘sacrifices,’ etc. It is 
to introduce sacrifices and other rites that the word 
'Vedànuvacana' has been used. Therefore we under- 


1 The reference is to Bhartrprapafica. 
2 Which include among others the Upanisads. 
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stand that it means the rites, because the daily reading 
of the Vedas is also a rite. 

Objection: But how can they seek to know the 
Self through such rites as the daily reading of the 
Vedas, for they do not reveal the Self as the Upanisads 
do? 

Reply : The objection does not hold, for the rites 
are a means to purification. It is only when the rites 
have purified them, that people, with their minds pure, 
can easily know the Self that is revealed by the 
Upanisads. As the Mundaka Upanisad says, ‘But his 
mind being purified, he sees through meditation that 
Self which has no parts’ (III. i. 8). The Smrti also 
says, ‘A man attains knowledge only when his evil 
work has been destroyed,’ etc. (Mbh. XII. ccii. 9). 

Objection: How do you know that the regular 
rites are for purification? 

Reply : From such Sruti texts as the following: 
‘He indeed sacrifices to the Self who knows that this 
particular part of his body is being purified by this 
(rite), and that particular part of his body is being 
improved by that (rite),' etc. (S. XI. rr. vi. 13). All 
the Smrtis too speak of rites as being purificatory, as, 
for instance, the passage, 'The forty-eight acts of 
purification,’ etc. (cf. Gau. VIII. 22). The Gita also 
says, 'Sacrifices, charity and austerity are purifying to 
the intelligent aspirant' (XVIII. 5), and 'All these 
knowers of sacrifices have their sins destroyed by the 
sacrifices’ (IV. 30). 

Through sacrifices, viz. those performed with 
things and those consisting in knowledge, both of 
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which conduce to purity ; and one who, being cleansed, 
has a pure mind, will spontaneously attain knowledge. 
Hence it is said, ‘They seek to know through sacrifices.’ 
Chanty, for this too destroys one’s sins and increases 
one’s merits. And austerity. The word meaning 
without distinction all forms of austerity including 
(even extreme forms like) the Krcchra, Candrayana, 
etc., it is qualified by the phrase: consisting in a dis- 
passionate enjoyment of sense-objects. This absence of 
unrestrained enjoyment is the real meaning of the word 
'Anà$aka,' not starvation, which will only lead to 
death, but not te Self-knowledge. The words, ‘study 
of the Vedas,’ ‘sacrifices,’ ‘charity’ and ‘austerity,’ 
refer to all regular rites without exception. Thus the 
entire body of regular rites—not rites that have 
material ends—serves as a means to liberation through 
the attainment of Self-knowledge. Hence we see that 
the section of the Vedas dealing with knowledge has 
the same import as that dealing with rites. 


Similarly, knowing It alone, the Self as described 
in the preceding portion, in the above-mentioned way, 
one becomes a sage, a man of reflection, i.e. a Yogin. 
Knowing It alone, and none other, one becomes a 
sage. It may be urged that one can become a sage 
by knowing other things also ; so how is it asserted, 
"It alone'? To which we reply: True, one can become 
a sage by knowing other things too, but not exclusively 
a sage ; he may also become a ritualist. But know- 
ing this Being that is to be known only from the 
Upanisads, one becomes a sage alone, and not a 
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ritualist. Therefore it is to indicate his unique feature 
of becoming a sage that the text asserts, ‘It alone.’ 
Since action is impossible when the Self is known, as 
is expressed in the words, ‘What should one see and 
through what?’—only reflection can then take place, 
Further, desiring, or seeking, this world alone, their 
own Self, monks renounce their homes, lit. depart in 
the most effective way, i.e. relinquish all rites. 


Because of the assertion, ‘Desiring this world 
alone,’ we understand that those who seek the three 
external worlds! are not entitled to the monastic life, 
for an inhabitant of the region of Banaras who wishes 
to reach Hardwar does not travel eastward. Therer 
fore, for those who desire the three external worlds, 
sons, rites and meditation on the conditioned Brahman 
are the means, since the Sruti says, ‘This world of 
men is to be won through the son alone, and by no 
other rite,’ etc. (I. v. 16). Hence those who want 
them should not reject such means as the son and 
embrace the monastic life, for it is not a means to 
them. Therefore the assertion, ‘Desiring this world 
alone monks renounce their homes,’ is quite in order. 
The attainment of the world of the Self is but living 
in one’s own Self after the cessation of ignorance. 
Therefore, should a person desire that world of the Self, 
for him the chief and direct means of that would be 
the withdrawal from all activities, just as the son and 
the like are the means of the three external worlds ; for 
such acts as would secure the birth of a son, and so 


h 


1 The earth, the world of the Manes and heaven. 
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on, are not means to the attainment of the Self. And 
we have already mentioned the contradiction involved 
in them on the ground of impossibility. Therefore, 
desiring to attain the world of the Self, they do 
renounce their homes, that is to say, must abstain from 
all rites. Just as for a man seeking the three external 
worlds, a son and so forth are enjoined as the requisite 
means, so for one who has known about Brahman and 
desires to realise the world of the Self, the monastic 
life consisting in the cessation of all desires is un- 
doubtedly enjoined. 


Why do those seekers after the world of the Self 
particularly renounce their homes? The text gives the 
reason in the form of a laudatory passage. This ts the 
reason for that monastic life: The ancient sages, 
ancient knowers of the Self, it is said, did not desire 
children, as also rites and the meditation on the condi- 
tioned Brahman.—The word ‘children’ suggests all 
these three means to the three external worlds. —In 
other words, they did not try for sons etc. as means 
to those three worlds. It may be objected that they 
must practise the meditation on the conditioned Brah- 
man, since they could renounce desires on the strength 
of that alone. The answer is: No, because it is 
excluded. To be explicit: In the passages, 'The 
Brahmana ousts one who knows him as different from 
the Self’ (II. iv. 6; IV. v. 7), and ‘All ousts one,’ 
etc. (Ibid.), even the meditation on the conditioned 
Brahman is excluded, for this Brahman too is included 
in the word ‘all.’ Also, ‘Where one sees nothing else,’ 


758 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [4.4.22 


etc. (Ch. VII. xxiv. I). Also because it has been 
forbidden to see in Brahman differences about prior 
or posterior, and interior or exterior, in the passage, 
‘Without prior or posterior, without interior or exterior" 
(II. v. 19). And, ‘Then what should one see, . . . 
know, and through what?’ (II. iv. 14; IV. v. x5). 
Therefore there is no other reason for the renunciation 
of desires except the realisation of the Self. 


What was their intention? They thought: 'What 
object or result shall we achieve through the instru- 
mentality of children, for they are definitely known to 
be the means of attaining an external world, and that 
world does not exist apart from our own Self, since 
everything is our own Self, and we are the Self of 
everything ; and just because It is our Self, It cannot 
be produced, attained, modified or improved by any 
means. Acts that purify the performer of sacrifices to 
the Self merely concern his identification with the body 
and organs, for the Sruti speaks of the relation between 
the whole and part, etc., regarding them, ''This partic- 
ular part of my body is being purified by this (rite),"' 
etc. (S. XI. rr. vi. 13). One who sees the Self as Pure 
Intelligence, homogeneous and without a break cannot 
meditate upon purification or improvement based on a 
relation between the whole and part. Therefore we 
shall achieve nothing through means such as children. 
It is only the ignorant man who has to attain results 
through them. Because a man who sees water in a 
mirage proceeds to drink from it, another who sees no 
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water there, but a desert, cannot certainly be so 
inclined. Similarly we who see the Truth, the world 
of the Self, cannot run after things to be achieved 
through children etc.—things that are like a mirage 
and so forth, and are the objects of the defective vision 
of ignorant people. This was their idea. 


This is expressed as follows: We beholders of 
the Truth, who have attained this Self that is free from 
hunger etc. and is not to be modified by good or bad 
deeds, this world, this desired result. There are no 
means to be desired for realising this Self that is free 
from all such relative attributes as ends and means. 
It is only with regard to a thing which is attainable 
ihat means are looked for. If a search is made for 
means to secure something that is unattainable, it 
would be like swimming on land under the impression 
that it is water, or like looking for the footprints of 
birds in the sky. Therefore the knowers of Brahman, 
after realising this Self, should only renounce their 
homes, and not engage in rites ; because the ancient 
knowers of Brahman, knowing this, did not want 
children. What they did after condemning this deal- 
ing with the world of ends and means as being the 
concern of the ignorant, is being described: They, it 
is said, renounced their desire for sons, for wealth and 
for the worlds, and lived a mendicant life, etc. All 
this has been explained (III. v. r). 


Therefore, desiring the world of the Self monks 
renounce their homes, i.e. should renounce. Thus it is 
an injunction, and harmonises with the eulogy (that 
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follows). The sentence, which is provided with a 
eulogy (immediately after), cannot itself have the force 
of glorifying the world of the Self, for the verb 
'renounce' has for its eulogy the succeeding passage, 
"This is (the reason),’ etc. If the previous sentence 
were a eulogy, it would not require another eulogy ; 
but the verb 'renounce' (as interpreted above) does 
require the eulogy, 'This is (the reason),' etc. 


Because ancient sages, desisting from rites directed 
towards obtaining children etc., did renounce their 
homes, therefore people of to-day also renounce them, 
i.e. should renounce them. If we thus construe the 
passage, the verb 'renounce' cannot have the force of 
glorifying the world of the Self. We have explained 
this (III. v. 1) on the ground that the verb is connected 
by the Sruti with the same subject as that of 'know- 
ing.' Moreover, the verb 'renounce' is here used along 
with 'the study of the Vedas,' etc. As the study of 
the Vedas and other such acts, which have been 
enjoined as means to the realisation of the Self, are to 
be taken literally, and not as eulogies, so also the 
renunciation of home, which has been mentioned along 
with them as a means to the attainment of the world 
of the Self, cannot be a eulogy. Besides, a distinction 
in the results has been made by the Sruti. The words, 
‘Knowing? It—this world of the Self—alone’ (this 
text), divide the Self as a result distinct from the other 
results, the external worlds, as a similar division has 


! The renunciation in question follows this indirect 
knowledge so as to mature it into actual realisation. 
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been made in the passage, ‘This world is to be won 
through the son alone, and by no other rite ; the world 
of the Manes through rites’ (I. vi. 16, adapted). Nor 
is the verb ‘renounce’ eulogistic of the world of the 
Self, as if this were something already known. Besides, 
like a principal sacrifice, it itself requires a eulogy. 
Moreover, were it a eulogy it would occur in the text 
only once.! Therefore it is purely a mistake to consider 
it as a tribute to the world of the Self. 


Nor can renunciation as an act to be performed be 
regarded as a eulogy. If, in spite of its being such 
an act, it is considered to be a eulogy, then rites 
such as the new and full moon sacrifices, which are to 
be performed, would also become eulogies. Nor is 
renunciation clearly known to have been enjoined else- 
where outside of the present topic, in which case it 
might be construed here as being eulogistic. If, how- 
ever, renunciation be supposed to be enjoined any- 
where, it should primarily be here ; it is not possible 
anywhere else. If, again, renunciation is conceded to 
be enjoined on those who are not qualified for any rite, 
in that case acts such as the climbing of trees may also 
be considered as equally appropriate injunctions, for 
both are alike unknown as obligatory under the cir- 
cumstances. Therefore there is not the least chance of 
the passage in question being a eulogy. 


It may be asked: If this world of the Self alone 
is desired, why do they not undertake work as a means 


1 As a matter of fact, there are several verbs in the 
passage that repeat the idea. 


762 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [4.4.22 


to its attainment? What is the good of renunciation? 
The answer is: Because this world of the Self has no 
connection with work. That Self, desiring which they 
should renounce their homes, is hot connected, either 
as a means or as an end, with any of the four kinds 
of work, viz. those that are produced, etc. (p. 448). 
Therefore this self is That which has been described as 
‘Not this, not this’; It is imperceptible, for it is never 
perceived, etc.—this is the description of the Self. 
Since it has been established through scriptural evidence 
as well as reasoning, specially in this dialogue between 
Janaka and Yajfavalkya, that the Self as described 
above is not connected with work, its results and its 
means, is different from all relative attributes, beyond 
hunger etc., devoid of grossness and so on, birthless, 
undecaying, immortal, undying, beyond fear, by nature 
homogeneous Intelligence like a lump of salt, self- 
effulgent, one only without a second, without prior or 
posterior, and without interior or exterior—therefore 
after this Self is known as one’s own Self work can no 
more be done. Hence the Self is undifferentiated. 
One who has eyes surely does nòt fall into a well or on 
thorns while going along the way. Besides, the entire 
results of work are included in those of knowledge. 
And no wise man takes pains for a thing that can be 
had without any effort. 'If one gets honey near at 
hand, why go to a mountain for it? If the desired object 
is already attained, what sensible man would struggle 
for it?’ The Gita too says, ‘All work, O Arjuna, 
together with its factors is finished with the attain- 
ment of knowledge' (IV. 33). Here also (IV. iii. 32) 
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it has been stated that all other beings live on particles 
of this very Supreme Bliss that is accessible to the 
knower of Brahman. Hence the latter cannot under- 
take work. 


Because this sage, desisting from all desires, after 
realising the Atman that has been described as ‘Not 
this, not this’ as his own Self, lives identified with 
That, therefore it is but proper—these words are to be 
supplied to complete the sentence—that he who has 
this knowledge and is identified with that Self 1s never 
overtaken by these two thoughts that are just going to 
be mentioned. Which are they? The following ones: 
'I did an evil act for this reason, for example, the 
maintenance of the body. Oh, my action was wretched. 
This sinful act will take me to hell.' This repentance 
that comes to one who has done something wrong, does 
not overtake this sage who has become identified with 
the Self, described as 'Not this, not this.' Similarly 
‘I did a good act, such as the performance of a sacrifice 
or charity, for this reason, owing to the desire for 
results. So I shall enjoy the happiness that comes of 
it in another body.' This joy also does not overtake 
him. He, this knower of Brahman, conquers both of 
them, both these actions, good and bad. Thus for a 
monk who has known Brahman, both kinds of action, 
whether done in the past or in the present life, are 
destroyed, and no new ones are undertaken. Also, 
things done, such as the regular rites, or those very 
things not done—the omission of them—do not trouble 
him. It is the man who is ignorant of the Self that is 
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troubled by the actions done, by having to receive their 
results, and by those not done, by being visited with 
their adverse consequences. But this knower of Brah- 
man burns all work to ashes with the fire of Self- 
knowledge. As the Smrti says, ‘Just as a blazing fire 
(burns) the fuel (to ashes),’ etc. (G. IV. 37). As to 
those actions that caused the present body, they are 
worked out through actual experience. Hence the 
knower of Brahman has no connection with work. 


, "USER mim aT itat | 
aera araa , a fafecar 
a ferox enar ka at fer | 
amia ara sraa: emit 
qaradan qwafa, eren oat, e 
ara aca, aa qed acf. se ara eu, 
ad aree acter ; AnA fercsits fafai mort 
wafa ; uw suere: unum, of masha Aara 
"TNR; aise unaad fatera qur, at aria 
AE TATA N 33 N 
23. This has been expressed by the follow- 
ing hymn: This is the eternal glory of a 
knower of Brahman: it neither increases nor 
decreases through work. (Therefore) one should 
know the nature of that alone. Knowing it one 


is not touched by evil action. Therefore he 
who knows it as such becomes self-controlled, 
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calm, withdrawn into himself, enduring and 
concentrated, and sees the Self in his own self 
(body); he sees all as the Self. Evil does not 
overtake him, but he transcends all evil. Evil 
does not trouble him, (but) he consumes all 
evil. He becomes sinless, taintless, free from: 
doubts, and Brahmana (knower of Brahman). 
This is the world of Brahman, O Emperor, and’ 
you have attained it—said Yajnavalkya. ‘I 
give you, sir, the empire of Videha, and myself 
too with it, to wait upon you.’ 


This, what has been stated by the Brahmana, has 
been expressed by the following hymn: This, what is. 
described as ‘Not this, not this,’ etc., 1s the eternal 
glory of a knower of Brahman who has given up all 
desires. Other glories are due to work, hence they are 
not permanent ; but this glory is distinct from them— 
it is eternal, for it is natural. Why is it eternal? The 
reason is being given: It neither increases nor decreases 
through work—it does not undergo the change called 
growth through good work done, nor does it undergo: 
the change called decay through evil work. Since all 
changes are due to growth or decay, they are all 
negated by these two epithets. Hence this glory, being 
changeless, is eternal. Therefore one should know the 
nature of that glory alone. The word 'Pada' literally 
means that which is attained or known ; hence it 
means only the nature of this glory ; one should know 
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that. What would come of knowing it? The answer 
is being given: Knowing it, this glory, one ts not 
touched by evil action, comprising both good and evil, 
for both are evil to a knower of Brahman. 


Since this glory of the knower of Brahman is thus 
unconnected with work, and is described as 'Not this, 
not this,’ therefore he who knows it as such becomes 
self-controlled, desisting from the activities of the 
external organs ; also calm, averse to the desires of the 
internal organ or mind ; withdrawn into himself, free 
from all desires, a monk ; enduring, indifferent to the 
pairs of opposites (pleasure and pain, etc.); concen- 
irated, attaining one-pointedness by the dissociation 
from the movements of the organs and mind. This 
has been stated before in the words, 'Having known 
all about the strength that comes of knowledge, as well 
as scholarship,’ etc. (III. v. 1). And sees the Self, 
the inner Intelligence, in his own self, the body and 
organs. Does he see only the Self limited to the body? 
No, he sees all as the Self, he sees that there is nothing 
different even by a hair's breadth from the Self. By 
reason of his reflection he becomes a sage, giving up 
the three states of waking, dream and profound sleep. 
Evil, comprising merit and demerit, does not overtake 
him, the knower of Brahman who has this sort of 
realisation, but he, this knower of Brahman, transcends 
all evil, by realising it as his Self. Evil, consisting in 
what has been done or not done, does not trouble him, 
by producing the desired result or generating sin, but 
he, this knower of Brahman, consumes all evil, burns 
it to ashes with the fire of the realisation of the Self 
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of all. He, who knows It as such, becomes sinless, 
i.e. devoid of merit and demerit, taintless, i.e. free 
from desires, free from doubts, and a Brahmana 
(knower of Brahman), with the firm conviction that he 
is the Self of all, the Supreme Brahman. 


Such a man becomes in this state a Brahmana 
(lit. a knower of Brahman) in the primary sense of the 
word. Before living in this state of identity with 
Brahman, his Brahmanahood was but figurative. This 
identity with the Self of all is the world of Brahman, 
the world that is Brahman, in a real, not figurative, 
sense, O Emperor, and you have attained 1t, this world 
of Brahman, which is fearless, and is described as 
"Not this, not this'— said Ydajnavalkya. 


Janaka, thus identified with Brahman—helped 
on to this state by Yajiavalkya—treplied, ‘Since you 
have helped me to attain the state of Brahman, I give 
you, sir, the empire of Videha, the whole of my domi- 
nion, and myself too with it, i.e. Videha, to wait upon 
you as a servant.’ The conjunction ‘and’ shows that 
the word ‘myself’ is connected with the verb ‘give.’ 


The topic of the knowledge of Brahman is finished, 
together with its offshoots and procedure as well as 
renunciation. The highest end of man is also com- 
pletely dealt with. This much is to be attained by a 
man, this is the culmination, this is the supreme goal, 
this is the highest good. Attaining this one achieves 
all that has to be achieved and becomes a knower of 
Brahman. This is the teaching of the entire Vedas. 
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Hr at usagan aens qum; fen 


qg a T Ag N RL N 
24. That great, birthless Self is the eater of 
food and the giver of wealth (the fruits of one’s 
work). He who knows It as such receives 
wealth (those fruits). 

That great, birthless Self which has been ex- 
pounded in the story of Janaka and Yajnavalkya, :s 
the eater of all food, living in all beings, and the giver 
of wealth, i.e. the fruits of the actions of all, in other 
words, he connects all beings with the results of their 
respective actions. He who knows It, this birthless 
Self that is the eater of food and the giver of ‘wealth,’ 
as Such, as described above, i.e. as endowed with these 
two attributes, eats food, as the Self of all beings, and 
receives wealth, the entire fruits of everybody's actions, 
being their very Self. Or the meaning may be, the 
Self is to be meditated upon as endowed with these 
attributes even by a man who wants visible results. 
By that meditation he becomes the eater of food and 
the receiver of wealth ; that is to say, he is thereby 
connected with visible results, viz. with the power to 
eat (plenty of) food and with cows, horses, etc. 


AANA AIAN MCATATISATISAAISA S ; 
ard & sg ; sara R I ae waft a od Ae 1 Nl 
gfe agi mE N 
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25. That great, birthless Self is undecay- 
ing, immortal, undying, fearless and Brahman 
(infinite). Brahman is indeed fearless. He 
who knows It as such becomes the fearless 
Brahman. 


Now the import of the whole Upanisad is being 
summed up in this paragraph, as much as to say that 
this is the gist of the entire Upanisad. That great, 
birthless Self is undecaying, i.e. It does not wear off ; 
immortal, because It is undecaying. That which is 
born and decays also dies; but because It is indestruct- 
ible on account of Its being birthless and undecaying, 
therefore It is undying. That is to say, since It is free 
from the three changes of condition—birth and so on, 
It is also free from the other three changes of condition 
and their effects—desire, work, delusion, etc., which 
are but forms of death. Hence also It is fearless : Since 
It is possessed of the preceding attributes, It is devoid 
of fear. Besides, fear is an effect of ignorance ; by the 
negation of that effect as well as of the six changes of 
condition, it is understood that ignorance too is negated. 
What is the fearless Self that is possessed of the above- 
mentioned attributes? Brahman, i.e. vast, or infinite. 
Brahman is indeed fearless: It is a well-known fact. 
Therefore it is but proper to say that the Self endowed 
with the above attributes is Brahman. 


He who knows It, the Self described above, as 
such, as the fearless Brahman, becomes the fearless 
Brahman. This is the purport of the whole Upánisad 
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put in a nutshell. It is to bring home this purport that 
the ideas of projection, maintenance, dissolution, etc., 
as well as those of action, its factors and its results 
were superimposed on the Self. Again, by their nega- 
tion—by the elimination of the superimposed attributes 
through a process of ‘Not this, not this’—the truth 
has been made known. Just as, in order to explain 
the nature of numbers from one up to a hundred 
thousand billions, a man superimposes them on certain 
lines (digits), calling one of them one, another ten, 
another hundred, yet another thousand, and so on,’ 
and in so doing he only expounds the nature of 
numbers but he never says that the numbers are the 
lines ; or just as, in order to teach the alphabet, he has 
recourse to a combination of leaf,? ink, lines, etc., and 
through them explains the nature of the letters, but he 
never says that the letters are the leaf, ink, lines, etc., 
similarly in this exposition the one entity, Brahman, 
has been inculcated through various means such as the 
projection (of the universe). Again, to eliminate the 
differences created by those hypothetical means, the 
truth has been summed up as ‘Not this, not this.’ In 
the end, that knowledge, further clarified so as to be 
undifferentiated, together with its result, has been 
concluded in this paragraph. 


1 According to place. 
? Serving for paper, 


SECTION V 


In the Madhukanda, which predominates in scrip- 
tural statements, the truth about Brahman has been 
ascertained. In the chapters relating to Yajfiavalkya, 
which predominate in reasoning, by setting up oppos- 
ing sides, the same subject has been discussed more by 
way of a debate. In the fourth chapter, by means of 
-questions and answers between the teacher and his 
disciple, it has again been discussed at length and 
brought to a conclusion. Now the present section 
relating to Maitreyi is being introduced as a conclusion 
of the proposition regarding the same topic. And this 
is the method adopted by the authorities on logic, as 
stated in the following definition, ‘The restatement of 
a proposition after stating the reason is conclusion' 
(Gau. N. I. i. 39). Or it may be like this: That Self- 
knowledge together with renunciation which has been 
described as the means of immortality in the Madhu- 
kanda, is also established as such by argument, for the 
chapters relating to Yajfiavalkya preponderate in that. 
Therefore it is decided by both scripture and argument 
that Self-knowledge together with renunciation is the 
means of immortality. Hence those seekers after 
immortality who believe in the scriptures should adopt 
this means, for a thing that is ascertained by the scrip- 
tures and reasoning deserves credence on account of its 
proving universally true. As for the explanation of 
the words in this section, it is to be understood the 
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same as in the second chapter. We shall explain only 
those portions that have not been explained. 


er X amar BOUE qug: AA a 
area a, ane edt aR egg, sda 
afe menad; AT E MATASAN- 
ERATI R N 


I. Now  Yajüavalkya had two wives, 
Maitreyi and Kātyāyani. Of these Maitreyi 
used to discuss Brahman, (while) Kātyāyanī had 
then an essentially feminine outlook. One day 
Yajnavalkya, with a view to ‘embracing another 
life— 

The word ‘now’ (Atha) indicates sequence after 
the furnishing of reasons, for the preceding portion 
predominates in reasons. Then in this section relating 
to Maitreyi, which consists mainly of scriptural state- 
ments, the theme put forward in the preceding portion 
is concluded. The particle ‘ha’ (meaning, it is said)! 
refers to a past incident. The sage Yajnvavalkya, it is 
said, had two wives : one was named Maitreyi, and the 
other, Katyayani. Of these two wives, Maitreyi used 
to discuss Brahman, (while) Katyayami had then an 
essentially feminine outlook, minding household needs. 
One day Ydajnavalkya, with a view to embracing 


1 Omitted in the running translation to avoid clumsiness, 
as in some other places. 
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another life from the householder’s life that he was then 
living, i.e. the monastic life'— 


Wear Qna maa, saree ait 
senearcearaaea, ga quc aeaea 
E: nu N R N 

2. ' Maitreyi, my dear,’ said Yājñavalkya, 
‘I am going to renounce this life for monasti- 


cism. Allow me to finish between you and 
Katyayani.’ 

He addressed his older wife by name and said, 
I am going to renounce this householder’s life for 
monasticism, O Maitreyi. Please permit me. Allow 
me, if you wish, £o fimsh between you and Katyayani.’ 
All this has been explained. 


a rara AAR, au a gu ait: eat git 
Raa qui ena, eat cd Gema af, 
afa Ana mema, witancraat cffe 
ada 8 sd ena, agar g mre 
RAA i 3 n 


3. Maitreyi said, ‘Sir, if indeed this whole 
earth full of wealth be mine, shall I be immortal 
through that, or not?’ ‘No,’ replied Yajna- 
valkya, ‘your life will be just like that of 
people who have plenty of things, but there is. 
no hope of immortality through wealth.’ 


1 The sentence is carried over to the next paragraph. 
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ar Aara Aaa, Bre agar cat fad aa 
gain? aW eru qae 8 mE tie N 


4. Then Maitreyi said, ‘What shall I do 
with that which will not make me immortal? 
Tell me, sir, of that alone which you know (to 
be the only means of immortality). ' 

Being thus addressed, Maitreyi said, ‘If indeed 
this whole earth full of wealth be mine, shall I be 
immortal through that, i.e. rites to be performed 
through wealth, or not?’ ‘No,’ replied Yajnavalkya, 
etc.—already explained. 


a gar aaa, far d ag at oed 
ad fraagaad, ea afg vactagaretrenta d, 
araara g 8 fafeearereate i s u 


5. Yajnavalkya said, ‘You have been my 
beloved (even before), and you have magnified 
what is after my heart. If you wish, my dear, I 
will explain it to you. As I explain it, meditate 
(upon its meaning).' 

He said, ‘You have been my beloved even before, 
and you have magnified determined what is after my 
heart. Hence I am pleased with you. If you wish to 
know the means of immortality, my dear, I will explain 
it to you.’ 

a etna, a at at qe ara ofa: feu 
wala, ate stare wf fet wur! a ar 
at mà saa stat far wala, aeaa 
waa GUur fat refe) a at at qurud 
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aama gar: fur weed, enag Harr TT: 
far waa aan at fewer area fad fad 
aa, anag mra feet frat vale) aa 
sit qat sara age: (uar o sue, anena 
ama qua: far waft; a at at cmm 
maa sa fad data, aeaaea erate sa ii 
vafa i wat at emer aaa at fed sala, 
araa niata ast fet wala | a at at stmt 
pma ster: far wailed, MRI Hala ETT: 
- far wafer, a or wt Erat ara Buc fsa 
aaa, Nene ara zat: far nafa a 
at at Hart waa gar flat vata, seg 
era Wan Aar «efr! a ur at qure 
era gerer frat aaka, amg ara 
were Aar vata) a a at ade aa 
aad fad vafa, amaaa aaa aa fa wafer | 
AAT at at maa aracat fafaear- 
feat aah, men edt ge aa na fuma 
et aa Afaan én 


6. He said, ‘It is not for the sake of the 
husband, my dear, that he is loved, but for one’s 
own sake that he is loved. It is not for the 
sake of the wife, my dear, that she is loved, but 
for one’s own sake that she is loved. It is not 
for the sake of the sons, my dear, that they are 
loved, but for one’s own sake that they are 
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loved. It is not for the sake of wealth, my 
dear, that it is loved, but for one’s own sake 
that it is loved. It is not for the sake of the 
animals, my dear, that they are loved, but for 
one’s own sake that they are loved. It is not 
for the sake of the Brahmana, my dear, that he 
is loved, but for one’s own sake that he is loved. 
It is not for the sake of the Ksatriya, my dear, 
that he is loved, but for one’s own sake that he 
is loved. It is not for the sake of the worlds, 
my dear, that they are loved, but for one’s own 
sake that they are loved. It is not for the sake 
of the gods, my dear, that they are loved, but 
for one’s own sake that they are loved. It is not 
for the sake of the Vedas, my dear, that they 
are loved, but for one’s own sake that they are 
loved. It is not for the sake of the beings, my 
dear, that they are loved, but for one’s own sake 
that they are loved. It is not for the sake of 
all, my dear, that all is loved, but for one’s own 
sake that it is loved. The Self, my dear Maitreyi, 
should be realised—should be heard of, reflected 
on and meditated upon. When the Self, my 
dear, is realised by being heard of, reflected on 
and meditated upon, all this is known. 


When the Self, my dear Maitreyi, is realised. 
How? By being first heard of from the teacher and 
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the scriptures, then reflected on, discussed through 
argument or reasoning—the hearing is from the scrip- 
tures (and the teacher) alone, the reflection through 
reasoning—and lastly meditated upon (lit. known), 
ascertained to be such and such and not otherwise. 
What happens then? All this that is other than the 
Self ts known, for there is nothing else but the Self. 


AA A Tara seAAcHa Ha du, aT A qT- 
qmidiseTeTena: Bi qa, snd qur seme 
ere, fared queaiseratceaay aA, qan 
qugaisaarcaat rA, yaa d gdis- 
ear yar ag, aa d Warns: at Hu ; 
Sf s, TF uu, A SR, E AT, £2 Wr, 
garter aria, gd AA AZAMAT Il O N 


7. The Brahmana ousts one who knows 
him as different from the Self. The Ksatriya 
ousts one who knows him as different from the 
Self. The worlds oust one who knows them 
as different from the Self. The gods oust one 
who knows them as different from the Self. 
The Vedas oust one who knows them as differ- 
ent from the Self. The beings oust one who 
knows them as different from the Self. All 
ousts one who knows it as different from the 
Self. This Brahmana, this Ksatriya, these 
worlds, these gods, these Vedas, these beings 
and this all—are the Self. 
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They oust this person who does not see rightly— 
bar him from the absolute aloofness of the: Self—for 
his offence of looking on them as different from the 
Self. This is the idea. 


aan HMA A NMBS- 
GARI, STAC ACiA—srsraraaea at—NeT 
Weta: | c I 


8. As when a drum is beaten one cannot 
distinguish its various particular notes, but they 
are included in the general note of the drum 
or in the general sound produced by different 
kinds of strokes. 


SUM UA AMAA A SIEITSUSQTSGSRI- 
MAN, NEA g HEUIINDEXHEd A 
Weta: Nen 

9. As when a conch is blown one cannot 
distinguish its various particular notes, but they 
are included in the general note of the conch 
or in the general sound produced by different 
kinds of blowing. 


arr dona MANNA a SIEISUSQISOUEI- 
agaga, stn g aedta—dionrareer at—sredy 
meta: 20 0 
IO. As When a Vina is played on one cannot 


distinguish its various particular notes, but they 
are included in the general note of the Vina or 
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in the general sound produced by different kinds 
of playing. 


a angoa gega fafercha, ud 
qr asea ngA aea freafeanaagady agaa: 
araagisaaiieca aga: gavi fret sativa: 
Pret gmagana A sarearnais genis 
qan, ata a ate, Ter Bi, callers apri ; 
aeda eatrfer Aafaa n 22. u 


II. As from a fire kindled with wet faggot 
diverse kinds of smoke issue, even so, my 
dear, the Rg-Veda, Yajur-Veda, Sama-Veda, 
Atharvangirasa; history, mythology, arts, Upa- 
nisads, verses, aphorisms, elucidations, explana- 
tions, sacrifices, oblations in the fire, food, drink, 
this world, the next world, and all beings are 
all (like) the breath of this infinite Reality. 
lhey are (like) the breath of this (Supreme 


Self). 


In the second chapter, by a description of words 
as the breath of the Supreme Self it has virtually been 
stated through implication that objects (denoted by 
words) such as the worlds are also Its breath. Hence 
they have not been separately mentioned. But since 
the import of the entire scriptures is being summarised 
here, it is necessary to make the implied meaning 
explicit. Hence the worlds and the rest are separately 
mentioned. 


a aM uet aga usq, usd «dut 
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equat cq, wi dut qegr rp 
qran, ud zwi carat Renaa, qu aaa 
Sarat satay, ct evt mat SUSHI, 
wd eui damen ua mere, us gatat frarat 
TAART, ud avi RAN ENARTAR, , ud 
adnam p waa, us ei fente 
qama, wt amaa waaay, usd 
alat aret IRTIRA, tt 22 N 


12. As the ocean is the one goal of all sorts 
of water, as the skin is the one goal of all kinds 
of touch, as the nostrils are the one goal of all 
odours, as the tongue is the one goal of all 
savours, as the eye is the one goal of all colours, 
as the ear is the one goal of all sounds, as the 
Manas is the one goal of all deliberations, as the 
intellect 1s the one goal of all knowledge, as the 
hands are the one goal of all sorts of work, as 
the organ of generation is the one goal of all 
kinds of enjoyment, as the anus is the one goal 
of all excretions, as the feet are the one goal of 
all kinds of motion, as the organ of speech is the 
one goal of all Vedas. 


FT AM SHTTITTSAATUSAAT: mew CATT uu, 
qd qr ALSAACHTACAUSATRL: BCS: SEDE TA ; 


uid: wart: agaa adaga, a Hem 
cieie sefteftfer grara TFE | 83 0 
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I3. As a lump of salt is without interior or 
exterior, entire, and purely saline in taste, even 
so is the Self without interior or exterior, entire, 
and Pure Intelligence alone. (The self) comes 
out (as a separate entity) from these elements, 
and (this separateness) is destroyed with them. 
After attaining (this oneness) it has no more 
(particular) consciousness. This is what I say, 
my dear. So said Yajnavalkya. 

When through knowledge all the effects have been 
_merged, the one Self remains like a lump of salt, with- 
out interior or exterior, entire, and Pure Intelligence. 
Formerly it possessed particular consciousness owing to 
‘the particular combinations with the elements. When 
that particular consciousness and its cause, the combi- 
nation with the elements, have been dissolved through 
knowledge—after attaining (this oneness) it has no 
more (particular) consciousness—this is what Yājña- 
valkya says. 


a Aaa ase, ata ar magram- 
Na, a at snp fasanifa , a gata, a ar 
aise mre aAA, erre ur atsanrcmafeste- 
TAT N RS N 


I4. Maitreyi said, ' Just here you have led 
me into the midst of confusion, sir, I do not 
at all comprehend this.' He said, ' Certainly 
I am not saying anything confusing. This 
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self is indeed immutable and indestructible, my 
dear. ' 

She said, ‘Just here, in this very thing, i.e. Pure 
Intelligence, you have led me into the midst of con- 
fusion, i.e. confounded me, by saying, ''After attain- 
ing (oneness) it has no more consciousness." Hence 
I do not at all comprehend —clearly understand ——£his 
Self that you have described.’ He said, ‘Certainly I 
am not saying anything confusing ; for this self that is 
under consideration is indeed immutable (lit. undying) 
and indestructible, my dear Maitreyi.’ That is to say, 
it is not subject to destruction either in the form of 
‘change or of extinction. 


asa fg Zaa wate aac gat qwafa, aRar 
rataa, afar pat cerra, aac acra, 
akar rat sene, afeac gat aaa, aat gat 
equa, aRar gat fastrarfa ; aa ae aaarenar- 
WW, AeA quud, achat a fag, acta m 
TAA, aa HARTA , Ach H VTA , dede 
^R wed, achat Ub wage, aca m fara? 
Sr aa Rarnia d Fa fasting? a uw ate 
euren, eugejt a fi sert, areal a (i xta, arerp 
a fe asta, afaat a ema, a Raf, fagrarca? 
er fasta, egmagan Rafa, uer 
weagacafaia rper une: ANEN fua 
xe «raped rrt tt 
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15. Because when there is duality, as it were, 
then one sees something, one smells something, 
one tastes something, one speaks something, one 
hears something, one thinks something, one 
touches something, one knows something. But 
when to the knower of Brahman everything has 
become the Self, then what should one see and 
through what, what should one smell and through 
what, what should one taste and through 
what, what should one speak and through what, 
what should one hear and through what, what 
should one think and through what, what should 
one touch and through what, what should one 
know and through what? Through what should 
one know that owing to which all this is known ? 
This self is That which has been described as 
“ Not this, not this.’ It is imperceptible, for It 
is never perceived; undecaying, for It never 
decays; unattached, for It is never attached; 
unfettered—it never feels pain, and never suffers 
injury. Through what, O Maitreyi, should one 
know the Knower? So you have got the instruc- 
tion, Maitreyi. This much indeed is (the means 
of) immortality, my dear. Saying this Yàjfia- 
valkya left. 


In all the four chapters one and the same self has 
been ascertained to be the Supreme Brahman. But the 
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means to Its attainment are various. The goal of all 
of them, however, is that Self which has been pointed 
out in the second chapter in the words, ‘Now therefore 
the description: Not this, not this’ (II. iii. 6). The 
same has also been ascertained in the third chapter, in 
the dialogue between Sakalya and Yajüavalkya, where 
death (the falling off of the head) was mentioned as the 
wager ; then at the end of the third chapter, next in 
the dialogue between Janaka and Yajüavalkya, and 
again here at the conclusion of the Upanisad. In order 
to show that all the four chapters are exclusively 
devoted to this Self, and that no other meaning is 
intended in between, the conclusion has been made 
with the words, 'This self is That which has been 
described as ''Not this, not this," ' etc. 


Since, in spite of the truth being presented in a 
hundred ways, the Self is the last word of it all, arrived 
at by the process of 'Not this, not this,' and nothing 
else is perceived either through reasoning or through 
scriptural statement, therefore the knowledge of this 
Self by the process of 'Not this, not this' and the 
renunciation of everything are the only means of attain- 
ing immortality. To bring out this conclusion the text 
says: This much indeed —this realisation of the Self, 
the one without a second, by the eliminating process of 
"Not this, not this,’ is (the means of) immortality, my 
dear Maitreyi, and this is independent of any auxiliary 
means. That of which you asked me saying, ‘Tell 
me, sir, of that alone which you know (to be the only 
means of immortality),' is just this much. So you have 
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known it. Saying this, describing this Self-knowledge, 
the means of immortality, to his beloved wife Maitreyi, 
Yajnavalkya—what did he do?—did what he had first 
proposed saying, ‘I am going to renounce this life’— 
left, i.e. became a monk. The discussion of the knowl- 
edge of Brahman, culminating in renunciation, is 
finished. This much is the instruction, this is the 
teaching of the Vedas, this is the ultimate goal, this is 
the end of what a man should do to achieve his highest 
good. 


Now we are going to have a discussion in order 
to get a clear conception of the meaning of the scrip- 
tures, for we see various conflicting statements in them. 
For instance, the following texts indicate that there is 
only one order of life (the householder’s): ‘One should 
perform the Agnihotra for life’ (Ba.), “One should 
perform the new and full moon sacrifices for life’ 
(Ibid.), ‘One should wish to live a hundred years on 
earth only performing rites’ (I$. 2), ‘This Agnihotra 
is a sacrifice that must be continued till decay and 
death come’ (S. XII. Iv. ii. 1), and so on. There 
are also statements establishing another order of life 
(monasticism): ‘Knowing (the Self) . . . they give up 
desires . . . and renounce their homes,'! ‘After finish- 
ing the student life he should be a householder, from 
that he should pass on to the life of a hermit in the 
forest, and then become a monk. Or he may do other- 
wise—he should renounce the world from the student 


1 Adapted from III. v. x and IV. iv. 22. 
50 
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life itself, or from the householder’s life, or from the 
hermit life’ (Np. 77 ; Jā. 4, adapted), ‘There are but 
two outstanding paths—first the path of rites, and next 
monasticism ; of these the latter excels’ (cf. Tai. A. 
X. lxii. 12), and ‘Neither through rites, nor through 
progeny, nor through wealth, but through renuncia- 
tion some attained immortality? (Mn. X. 5; Kai. 2). 
Similarly the Smrtis: ‘One who leads the student life 
renounces’ (Ap. II. xxi. 8, 19), ‘One who leads a 
perfectly celibate life may enter into any order of life’ 
(Va. VIII. 2), ‘Some say he has an option of choosing 
his order of life’ (Gau. III. 1); also, “After studying 
the Vedas as a student, he should seek to have sons 
and grandsons to purify his ancestors. Lighting the 
sacred fires and making sacrifices according to the 
injunctions, he should retire into the forest and then 
seek to become a monk’ (Mbh. XII. clxxiv. 6), ‘The 
Brahmana, after performing the sacrifice to Prajapati 
and giving all his wealth to the priests as remuneration, 
should place the fires within himself and renounce his 
home’ (M. VI. 38), and so on. 


Thus hundreds of contradictory passages from the 
Srutis and Smrtis are found, inculcating an option with 
regard to renunciation, or a succession among the 
orders of life, or the adoption of any one of them at 
will. The conduct of those who are versed in these 
scriptures has also been mutually conflicting. And 
there is disagreement even among great scholars who 
understand the meaning of the scriptures. Hence it is 
impossible for persons of shallow understanding clearly 
to grasp the meaning of the scriptures. It is only those 
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who have a firm hold on the scriptures and logic, that 
can distinguish the particular meaning of any of those 
passages from that of the others. Therefore, in order 
to indicate their exact meaning, we shall discuss them 
according to our understanding. 


Prima facie view: The Vedas inculcate only 
rites, for the Sruti passages such as, ‘(One ‘should 
perform the Agnihotra) for life’ (Ba.), admit of no 
other meaning. The Sruti speaks of the last rite of a 
man in these terms, ‘They burn him with the sacri- 
ficial vessels.’ There is also the statement about the 
rites being continued till decay and death come. 
Besides there is this hint, ‘(This) body, reduced to 
ashes,’ etc. (V. xv. 1; Ig. 17). If he were a monk, 
his body should not be reduced to ashes. The Smrti 
also says, ‘He alone should be considered entitled to 
the study of these scriptures, whose rites from concep- 
tion to the funeral ground are performed with the 
utterance of sacred formule, and no one else’ (M. II. 
16). The rites that are enjoined by the Vedas to be 
performed in this life with the utterance of sacred 
formule, are shown by the Smrti to terminate only on 
the funeral ground. And because a man who does not 
perform those rites is not entitled (to the study of the 
Smrtis), he is absolutely debarred from having any 
tight to the study of the Vedas. Besides, it is for- 
bidden to extinguish the sacred fire, as in the passage, 
“He who extinguishes the sacred fire destroys the 
power of the gods’ (Tai. S. I. v. ii. 1). 


788 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [4.5.15 


Question : Since renunciation etc. are also en- 
joined, is not the import of the Vedas as inculcating 
rites only optional? 


The opponent’s answer: No, for the Sruti texts 
inculcating renunciation etc. have a different meaning. 
To be explicit: Since such Sruti texts as, ‘One should 
perform the Agnihotra for life’ (Ba.), ‘One should 
perform the new and full moon sacrifices for life’ 
(Ibid.), make such rites depend on life itself, and for 
that reason cannot be interpreted differently, whereas 
the passages inculcating renunciation etc. are applicable 
to those who are unfit for rites, therefore there is no 
option (with regard to the meaning of the Vedas as 
inculcating rites). Besides, since the Sruti says, 'One 
should wish to live a hundred vears &n earth only 
performing rites' (I$. 2), and the passage, 'One is 
absolved (from rites) either by extreme old age or by 
death’ (S. XIL Iv. i. ry, leaves no room for the 
ritualist to quit the rites except in the event of extreme 
cld age or death. the injunction regarding their being 
continued in these cases up to the funeral ground, 13 
not optional. Moreover, the blind, the hump-backed, 
and so forth, who are unfit for rites, surely deserve the 
compassion of the Sruti; hence the injunction about 
other orders of life such as monasticism are not out of 
place (as being applicable to them). 


Question: But there will be no room for the 
injunction regarding the sequence of monasticism. 


The opponent's answer: Not so, for the Viásva- 
Jit and Sarvamedha sacrifices will be an excep- 
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tion! to the rule about the lifelong performance of 
sacrifices. In other words, these two sacrifices are the 
only exceptions to the injunction about the lfelong 
performance of sacrifices, and the succession referred 
to in the passage, 'After finishing the student life he 
should be a householder, from that he should pass on 
to the life of a hermit in the forest, and then become a 
monk' (Np. 77 ; Jà. 4, adapted), is applicable to these 
cases. There will thus be no contradiction. That is 
to say, if the injunction relating to the sequence of 
monasticism applies to such cases, then there is no 
contradiction, for the sequence holds good. But if it 
is regarded as applicable to other cases, the injunction 
about the lifelong performance of sacrifices is restricted 
in its scope. Whereas, if the sequence is applicable to 
the Visvajit and Sarvamedha sacrifices, there is no such 
contradiction. 


The Advaitin’s reply: Your view is wrong, for 
you have admitted Self-knowledge to be the means of 
immortality. To be explicit: You have admitted the 
self-knowledge that has been introduced with the 
words, ‘The Self alone is to be meditated upon’ 
(I iv. 7), and concluded with, ‘This self is That 
which has been described as ''Not this, not this,” ’ 
(III. ix. 26). So you are only reluctant to admit that 
this much alone is the means of immortality, independ- 


1 Because one has to part with all one's wealth in them. 
Hence any more performance of sacrifices would be impossible 
for want of wealth. These persons alone are then entitled to 
monasticism etc. 


790 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [4.5.15 


ently of anything else. Now I ask you why you are 
intolerant of Self-knowledge. 

Objection: Here is my reason. As, to a person 
who wants heaven, but does not know the means of 
its attainment, the Vedas inculcate such means as the 
Agnihotra, so here also, to one who wants to attain 
immortality, but does not know the means of it, they 
inculcate the instruction desired ——'Tell me, sir, of that 
alone which you know (to be the only means of 
immortality, (II. iv. 3 ; IV. v. 4)—in the words, ‘This 
much .. . my dear’ (IV. v. 15). 

Reply : In that case, just as you admit the 
Agnihotra etc., inculcated by the Vedas, to be the 
means of attaining heaven, so also you should do with 
Self-knowledge. You should admit it to be the means 
of immortality exactly as it is inculcated, for in either 
case the authority is the same. 

Objection : What would happen if it is admitted? 

Repiy : Since Self-knowledge destroys the cause 
of all actions, the awakening of knowledge would 
terminate them. Now rites such as the Agnihotra, 
which are connected with the wife and fire, can be 
performed only if there are agencies for whom they 
are meant, and this entails an idea of difference. In 
other words, they cannot be performed unless there 
are the gods— Fire, etc.—for whose sake they are 
undertaken, and this last depends on the sacrificer's 
regarding the gods as different from himself. That 
notion of difference regarding the deities to be honour- 
ed, in view of which such deities are recommended by 
the Vedas as means to sacrifices, is destroyed in the 
state of enlightenment by knowledge, as we know from 
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such Sruti passages as, ‘He (who worships another 
god thinking), ‘‘He is one, and I am another," does 
not know’ (I. iv. 10), ‘The gods oust one who knows 
them as different from the Self’ (IJ. iv. 6; IV. v. 7), 
‘He goes from death to death who sees difference, as 
it were, in It’ (IV. iv. 19; Ka. IV. 10), ‘It should be 
realised in one form only’ (IV. iv. 20), and ‘He sees 
all as the Self’ (IV. iv. 23). Nor is Self-knowledge 
dependent on place, time, circumstances, etc., for it 
relates to the Self, which is an eternal verity. It is 
rites which, being bound up with persons (i.e. sub- 
jective), may depend on place, time, circumstances, 
etc.; but knowledge, being bound up with reality 
(i.e. objective), never depends on them. As fire is 
hot, and as the ether is formless (independently of 
place, time, etc.), so also is Self-knowledge. 


Objection: If this is so, the Vedic injunctions 
about rites, which are an unquestionable authority, are 
nullified ; and of two things possessing equal authority, 
one should not nullify the other. 


Reply : Not so, for Self-knowledge only destroys 
one’s natural idea of difference. It does not nullify 
other injunctions ; it only stops the idea of difference 
ingrained in us. 

Objection : Still, when the cause of rites is re- 
moved, they are impossible, and it virtually means 
that the injunctions regarding them are gone. 

Reply : No, it is not open to the charge, for it 
is analogous to the cessation of our tendency to per- 
form rites having material ends, when desire itself has 
been removed. Just as a man, induced to perform a 
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sacrifice leading to heaven by the injunction, 'One 
who desires heaven must perform sacrifices' (Ta. XVI. 
ii. 3), gives up his inclination to perform this kind of 
sacrifice with a material end when his desire has been 
removed by the injunctions forbidding desires. His 
action does not nullify the injunctions regarding rites 
with mattrial ends. 

Objection: The injunction forbidding desires 
leads to an impression about the uselessness of them, 
and consequently the injunctions advocating rites with 
material ends cannot operate. So these injunctions 
are virtually nullified. 

Reply : If Self-knowledge nullifies the injunctions 
about rites in the same way, we admit this. 

Objection: But this would take away the author- 
ity of the injunctions about rites, just as the injunctions 
about rites with material ends are null and void when 
desire is forbidden. In other words, if rites are not 
to be undertaken, with the result that there is no one 
to perform them, then the injunctions about their 
performance become useless, and consequently the 
whole section of the Vedas dealing with such injunc- 
tions necessarily loses its authority. 

Reply: No, it will be operative prior to the 
awakening of Self-knowledge. Our natural conscious- 
ness of difference regarding action, its factors and its 
results, will, previous to the awakening of Self- 
knowledge, certainly continue to be an incentive to 
the performance of rites, just as, before the idea about 
the harmful nature of desires arises, our natural craving 
for heaven etc. will certainly induce us to engage in 
rites having material ends. 
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Objection : In that case the Vedas are a source 
of evil. 

Reply: No, good and evil depend on one's 
intentions, for except liberation alone everything else 
comes within the province of ignorance. Good and 
evil are matters of personal whims, for we find that 
sacrifices are performed with death as their objective.! 
Therefore the injunctions about rites are operative only 
until one is confronted with those about Self-knowledge. 
Hence rites do not go hand in hand with Self- 
knowledge, which proves that this alone is the means 
of immortality, as set forth in the words, 'This much 
indeed is (the means of) immortality, my dear’ 
(IV. v. 15), for knowledge is independent of rites. 
Hence, even without any explicit injunction to that 
effect, the enlightened sage can, for reasons already 
stated,? embrace the monastic life simply through his 
strong conviction about the identity of the individual 
self with Brahman that is devoid of the factors of an 
action such as the deity to whom it is performed as 
well as caste etc., and is immutable. 


Since the ancient sages, not caring for children, 
renounced their homes on the ground stated in the 
clause, 'We who have attained this Self, this world' 
(IV. iv. 22), therefore, as it has been explained, this 
renunciation of their homes by the sages can take place 
simply by their knowing? the world of the Self. 


! The Mahabharata tells of King Yudhisthira's perform- 
ing a sacrifice in advance concerning 'the great exit.' 

? In IV. iv. 23. 

S'That is, indirectly, from the teacher and the scrip- 
tures ; direct realisation is not meant. 
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Similarly it is proved that the man who seeks illumin- 
ation can also renounce the world, for there is the 
statement, 'Desiring this world alone monks renounce 
their homes’ (Ibid.). And we have said that rites are 
for the unenlightened. That is to say, because so long 
as ignorance persists there is scope for rites intended to’ 
produce, attain, modify, or purify, therefore rites, as 
we have stated, are also the means of Self-knowledge 
through the purification of the mind, as the Sruti says 
that the Brahmanas seek to know It through sacrifices, 
etc. 


Under the circumstances, if we examine the com- 
parative efficacy, for bringing forth Self-knowledge, of 
the duties pertaining to the different orders of life, 
which concern only the unenlightened, we find that 
virtues such as the absence of pride which are mainly 
intended for the control of the senses, and meditation, 
discrimination, non-attachment, etc., which deal with 
the mind, are the direct aids. The others, owing to the 
predominance of injury, attachment, aversion, etc. in 
them, are mixed up with a good deal of evil work. 
Hence the monastic life is recommended for seekers 
after liberation, as in the following passages, 'The 
giving up of all duties that have been described (as 
belonging to particular orders of life) is (best). Renun- 
ciation, again, is the culmination of this giving up of 
the duties,’ ʻO Brahmana, what wil you do with 
wealth, or friends, or a wife, for you shall have to die? 
seek the Self that has entered the cave of your intellect. 
Where are your grandfather and other ancestors gone, 
as well as your father?' (Mbh. XII. clxxiv. 38). In 
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the Samkhya and Yoga systems also renunciation is 
spoken of as a direct means of knowledge. The 
absence of the impulsion of desire is another reason 
(why the seeker after liberation renounces the world), 
For all the scriptures tell us that the impulsion of 
desire is antagonistic to knowledge. Therefore, for a 
seeker after liberation who is disgusted with the world, 
the statement, ‘He should renounce the world from 
the student life itself,’ etc. (Np. 77), is quite reason- 
able, even if he is without knowledge. 


Objection: But we have said that renunciation 
is for the man who is unfit for rites, for there alone 
is the scope for them ; otherwise the dictum of the 
Sruti about the lifelong performance of rites would 
be contradicted. 


Reply : The objection does not hold, for there is 
enough scope for those statements of the Sruti. We 
have already (p. 758) said that all rites are for the 
unenlightened man with desire. It is not absolutely 
that rites are enjoined for life. For men are generally 
full of desires, which concern various objects and 
require the help of many rites and their means. The 
Vedic rites are the means of various results and are to 
be performed by a man related to a wife and the fire ; 
they produce many results, being performed again and 
again, like agriculture etc., and take a hundred years 
to finish, either in the householder’s life or in the forest 
life. Hence in view of them the Sruti texts enjoin 
lifelong rites. The Mantra also says, ‘One should wish 
to live a hundred years on earth only performing rites’ 
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(I$. 2). The giving up of rites after the Visvajit and 
Sarvamedha sacrifices refers to such a man ; while in 
the case of those on whom lifelong rites are enjoined, 
these should be continued right up to the funeral 
ground, and the body consumed in fire. Or it may be 
that the injunctions of the Sruti about the lifelong 
performance of rites concern the other two castes except 
ihe Brahmana, for the Ksatriya and the Vaisya are not 
entitled to the monastic life. In that case, texts such 
as, ‘Whose rites . . . are performed with the utterance 
of sacred formule’ (M. II. 16), and ‘The teachers speak 
of only one order of life,’ etc. (Gau. III. 36 ; Bau. II. 
vi. 29), would refer to the Ksatriyas and Vai$yas. 
Therefore in accordance with a person's capacity, 
knowledge, non-attachment, desire, etc., the various 
methods of an option with regard to renunciation, or 
a succession among the orders of life, or the embracing 
of the monastic life are not contradictory. And since 
monasticism has been separately enjoined on those who 
are unfit for rites, in the passage, ‘Whether he has 
completed his course of study or not, whether he has 
discarded! the fire or been released? from it,' etc. 
(Jà. 4), (the above injunctions about monasticism refer 
to normal people qualified for rites). Therefore it is 
proved that the other three orders of life (besides the 
householder's life) are surely meant for those who are 
qualified for rites. 


1 Wilfully, even when his wife is living. 
? By the scriptures, on the death of his wife. 


SECTION VI 


aa: cig —atferrreat gaara , mara: qrfear- 
waa, Aad daaa, sheer ARA, 
eire: aeara , aisa: qrsa, miea: 
AARE ana, maa: N R tl | 


I. Now the line of teachers: Pautimasya 
(received it) from Gaupavana. Gaupavana from 
another Pautimasya. This Pautimasya from 
another Gaupavana. This Gaupavana from 
Kausika. Kausika from Kaundinya. Kaundinya 
from Sandilya. Sandilya from Kausika and 
Gautama. Gautama— 


aiaga, ata mata, TAT THAT , 
nat maar, Tae: Saar, Aaa: raataa, 
raat Tae, MAI SERTARE, , 
ISRA AAS, ATA Saat AA hearsay, 
aaga: TRANS , TATA: KINTA, S, 
RN: MARAA, MARAA: i fearaa:, 
Aea: N R N 
.Z. From  Agnive$ya. Agniveśya from 
Gargya. Gargya from another Gargya. This. 
Gargya from another Gautama. This Gautama 


from Saitava. Saitava from  Parasaryàyana. 
Paragaryayana from Gàrgyayana. Gargyayana 
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from Uddalakayana. Uddalakayana from 
Jabalayana. Jabalayana from Madhyandina- 
yana. Madhyandinayana from Saukarayana. 
Saukarayana from Kasaéyana. Kasayana from 
Sayakayana. Sayakayana from Kausikayani. 
Kausikayani— 

ganta, genit: qatar , qrat- 
amiet qasata , nandi amvaa, sirens 
aguan aera, gan, Jafir- 
tana, atareaag?t, ag Rata., aK 
gia aaa, mA aren, maama, wet 
waar, Ra acend, area: orfteene, 
qsa: kiara, ated: wre FANT 
gifted, spam: mea, mea fagi- 
Asaa, Aane anA STU , 
vaag: qu AAT, Wear MASA- 
antaa, aaea Ra mgen, 
anqfeecast = feasqrarsia , rasqa tsha- 
aa, abad gha amima, ZARTANIA- 
eut gara, erret Fat seat: ARATA, Wey: I- 
aa: rama, edad quu, onfafarfere:, 
farfafacds, safe: aa, wem ana, 
WW: SATA, «AAT: TAA, TA sum, 
ta aay, IAN aaa ee ws ARTA i 
afe agatsa: n 
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3. From Ghrtakau$ika. Ghrtakausika from 
Paraéaryayana. Parasaryayana from  Para- 
Sarya. Parasarya from Jatukarnya. Jatu- 
karnya from Asurayana and Yaska. Asurayana 
from Traivani. Traivani from Aupajandhani. 
Aupajandhani from Asuri. Asuri from Bhara- 
dvaja. Bharadvaja from Atreya. Atreya from 
Manti. Manti from Gautama. Gautama from 
another Gautama. This Gautama from Vatsya. 
Vatsya from Sandilya. Sandilya from Kaigorya 
Kapya. Kaisorya Kapya from Kumaraharita. 
Kumaraharita from  Galava. Galava from 
Vidarbhikaundinya. He from Vatsanapat Ba- 
bhrava. He from Pathin Saubhara. He from 
Ayasya Angirasa. He from Abhüti Tvastra. 
He from Visvaripa Tvastra. He from the two 
A$vins. The A$vins from Dadhyac Atharvana. 
He from Atharvan Daiva. He from Mrtyu 
Pradhvamsana. He from  Pradhvarnsana. 
Pradhvamsana from  Ekarsi. Ekarsi from 
Viprachitti. Viprachitti from Vyasti. Vyasti 
from Sanaru. Sanaru from Sanatana. Sanātana 
from Sanaga. Sanaga from Paramesthin (Viraj). 
Paramesthin from Brahman (Hiranyagarbha). 
Brahman is self-born. Salutation to Brahman |! 


Now the line of teachers for the two chapters 


relating to Yajfiavalkya is being enumerated, like that 
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of the Madhukanda. The explanation is the same as 
before. Brahman is self-born. Salutation to Brah- 


man! Om. 


CHAPTER V 


SECTION I 
do | quing: pig quicquiqgsad | 
quie quizmqm qui T 


akaaga; gist sma fag: ; dd 
ARRAN N Efe NIA STATA ii 


I. Om. That (Brahman) is infinite, and 
this (universe) is infinite. The infinite proceeds 
from the infinite. (Then) taking the infinitude 
of the infinite (universe), it remains as the 
infinite (Brahman) alone. 


Om is the ether-Brahman—the eternal ether. 
‘The ether containing air, says the son of 
Kauravyāyaņī. It is the Veda, (so) the Brāh- 
maņas (knowers of Brahman) know ; (for) 
through it one knows what is to be known. 


The supplement to the Upanisad is being intro- 
duced with the words, ‘That is infinite,’ etc. That 
Brahman which is immediate and direct, the Self that 
is within all, unconditioned, beyond hunger etc., and 
is described as ‘Not this, not this,’ and the realisation 
of which is the sole means of immortality, has been 
presented in the last four chapters. Now certain 


51 
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meditations, not mentioned before, of that same Self 
as conditioned and coming within the scope of words, 
their meanings, and so on—meditations that do not 
clash with rites, lead to great prosperity, and take one 
through a gradual process of liberation, have to be 
mentioned ; hence the present chapter. It is also the 
intention of the Sruti to enjoin the meditation on Om 
as forming a part of all other meditations, and the 
practice of self-control, charity and compassion. 


That is infinite, not limited by anything, i.e. all- 
pervading. The suffix ‘kta’ in the word 'Pürna' (lit. 
complete) has a subjective force.  'That' is a pro- 
noun denoting something remote ; it means the 
Supreme Brahman. It is complete, all-pervading like 
the ether, without a break, and unconditioned. So 
also is this conditioned Brahman, manifesting through 
name and form and coming within the scope of 
relativity (the universe), infinite or all-pervading indeed 
in its real form as the Supreme Self, not in its differen- 
tiated form circumscribed by the limiting adjuncts. 
This differentiated Brahman, the effect, proceeds or 
emanates from the infinite, or Brahman as cause. 
Although it emanates as an effect, it does not give up 
its nature, infinitude, the state of the Supreme Self ; it 
emanates as but the infinite. Taking the infinitude of 
the infinite, or Brahman as effect, i.e. attaining perfect 
unity with its own nature by removing through 
knowledge its apparent otherness that is created by 
ignorance through the contact of limiting adjuncts, the 
elements, i£ remains as the unconditioned infinite 
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Brahman alone, without interior or exterior, the homo- 
geneous Pure Intelligence. 


What has been said before, viz. ‘This (self) was 
indeed Brahman in the beginning. It knew only 
Itself. Therefore It became all’ (I. iv. ro), is the 
explanation of this Mantra. ‘Brahman’ in that sen- 
tence is the same as, ‘That is infinite’; and ‘This is 
infinite’ means, ‘This (universe) was indeed Brahman 
in the beginning.’ Similarly another Sruti says, 
“Whatever is here is there, and whatever is there is 
here’ (Ka. IV. 10). Hence the ‘Infinite,’ denoted by 
the word ‘That,’ is Brahman. That again is ‘this 
infinite’ (universe)—Brahman manifested as effect, 
connected with the limiting adjuncts of name and form, 
projected by ignorance, and appearing as different 
from that real nature of its own. Then knowing it- 
self as the supreme, infinite Brahman, so as to feel, 
‘I am that infinite Brahman,’ and thus taking its in- 
finitude, i.e. removing by means of this knowledge of 
Brahman its own limitation created by ignorance 
through the contact of the limiting adjuncts of name 
and form, it remains as the unconditioned infinite 
alone. So it has been said, ‘Therefore It became all.’ 


Brahman, which is the theme of all the Upani- 
sads, is described once more in this Mantra to intro- 
duce what follows ; for certain aids, to be presently 
mentioned, viz. Om, self-restraint, charity and com- 
passion, have to be enjoined as steps to the knowledge 
of Brahman—aids that, occurring in this supplementary 
portion, form part of all meditations. 
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Some! explain the Mantra thus: From the infinite 
cause the infinite effect is manifested. The manifested 
effect is also infinite or real at the present moment, 
even in its dualistic form. Again, at the time of dis- 
solution, taking the infinitude of the infinite effect into 
itself, the infinite, causal form alone remains. Thus in 
all the three stages of origin, continuance and dissolu- 
tion, the cause and the effect are infinite. It is just 
one infinity spoken of as divided into cause and effect. 
Thus the same Brahman is both dual and monistic. 
For instance, an ocean consists of water, waves, foam, 
bubbles, etc. As the water is real, so also are its 
effects, the waves, foam, bubbles, etc.—which appear 
and disappear, but are a part and parcel of the ocean 
itself—real in the true sense of the word. Similarly 
the entire dual universe, corresponding to the waves 
etc. on the water, are absolutely real, while the 
Supreme Brahman stands for the ocean water. If the 
universe is thus real, the ceremonial portion of the 
Vedas is also valid. If, however, the dual world is 
but apparently so—if it be a creation of ignorance, false 
lke a mirage—and is in reality the one without a 
second, then the ceremonial portion, having nothing 
to work upon, becomes invalid. This would only 
mean a conflict, for one portion of the Vedas, viz. the 
Upanisads, would be valid, since they deal with the 
Reality, the one without a second, but the ceremonial 
portion would be invalid, since it deals with duality, 
which is unreal. To avoid this conflict, the Sruti 


1 The reference is to Bhartrprapafica. 
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speaks of the reality of both cause and effect, like that 
of the ocean, in the Mantra, ‘That is infinite,’ etc. 


All this is wrong, for neither an exception nor an 
option—which are applicable to qualified objects—is 
possible with Brahman. It is not a well-considered 
view. Why? Because an exception can be made with 
regard to some part of an action, where the general 
rule would otherwise apply. For example, in the 
dictum, ‘Killing no animal except in sacrifices,’ (Ch. 
VIII. xv. 1), the killing of animals prohibited by the 
general rule is allowed in a special case, viz. a sacrifice 
such as the Jyotistoma. But that will not apply to 
Brahman, the Reality. You cannot establish Brah- 
man, the one without a second, by the general rule, 
and then make an exception in one part of It ; for It 
cannot have any part, simply because It is the one 
without a second. Similarly an option also is in- 
admissible. For example, in the injunctions, ‘One 
should use the vessel Sodaái in the Atiratra sacrifice,’ 
and ‘One should not use the vessel Sodaái in the 
Atiratra sacrifice,’ an option is possible, as using or not 
using the vessel depends on a person's choice. But 
with regard to Brahman, the Reality, there cannot be 
any option about Its being either dual or monistic, for 
the Self is not a matter depending on a person's choice. 
Besides there is a contradiction involved in the same 
thing being both one and many. Therefore this is not, 
as we said, a well-considered view. 


Moreover, it contradicts the Sruti as well as 
reason. For instance, Sruti passages that describe 
Brahman as Pure Intelligence, homogeneous like a 
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lump of salt, without a break, devoid of such differ- 
ences as prior or posterior, interior or exterior, includ- 
ing the external and internal, birthless, 'Not this, not 
this,' neither gross nor minute, not short, undecaying, 
fearless and immortal passages that are definite in 
their import and leave no room for doubt or mistake— 
would all be thrown overboard as mere trash. Simi- 
larly it would clash with reason, for a thing that has 
parts, is made up of many things and has activity, 
cannot be eternal ; whereas the eternity of the Self is 
inferred from remembrance etc. —which will be contra- 
dicted if the Self be transitory. Your own assumption! 
too will be useless, for if the Self be transitory, the 
ceremonial portion of the Vedas will clearly be useless, 
since it will mean that a man will be getting the reward 
for something he has not done, and be deprived of 
the reward for what he has actually done. 


Objection: There are the illustrations of the 
ocean etc. to show the unity and plurality of Brah- 
man. So how do you say that the same thing cannot 
be both one and many? 


Reply : Not so, for they refer to something quite 
different. We have said that unity and plurality are 
contradictory only when applied to the Self, which is 
eternal and without parts, but not to effects, which 
have parts. Therefore your view is untenable as it 
contradicts the Sruti, the Smrti? and reason. Rather 
than accept this, it is better to abandon the Upanisads. 


! About the validity of the ceremonial portion of the 
Vedas. 
? This has not been particularly touched upon here. 
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Besides, your view is not in accordance with the 
scriptures, for such a Brahman is not fit for medita- 
tion. A Brahman that is teeming with differences 
comprising thousands of evils in the shape of births, 
deaths, etc., has parts like an ocean, a forest, and so 
forth, and is heterogeneous, has never been presented 
by the Srutis either as an object of meditation or as a 
truth to be realised. Rather they teach Its being Pure 
Intelligence ; also, 'It should be realised in one form 
only' (IV. iv. 20). There is also the censure on seeing 
It as multiple: 'He goes from death to death who sees 
difference, as it were, in It' (IV. iv. 19 ; Ka. IV. ro). 
What is deprecated by the Srutis is not to be practised; 
and that which is not practised (as being forbidden) 
cannot be the import of the scriptures. Since the 
multiple aspect of Brahman, in which It is regarded 
as heterogeneous and manifold is condemned, it is not 
to be sought after with a view to realisation ; hence 
it cannot be the import of the scriptures. But the 
homogeneity of Brahman is what is to be sought after, 
and is therefore good, and for that reason it ought to 
be the import of the scriptures. 


You said that one part of the Vedas would be 
invalid in the sphere of ceremonials because of the 
absence of the dual world, while another part would 
be valid in the realm of unity. This is wrong, for the 
scriptures seek to instruct merely according to existing 
circumstances. They do not teach a man, as soon as 
he is born, either the duality or the unity of existence, 
and then instruct him about rites or the knowledge of 
Brahman. Nor does duality require to be taught ; it 
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is understood by everyone as Soon as he is born ; and 
nobody thinks from the very outset that duality is 
false, in which case the scriptures would first have to 
teach the reality of the dual world and then establish 
their own validity. (The unreality of the universe is 
no bar to the validity of the scriptures, for) even the 
disciples of those who deny the Vedas (and do not 
believe in an objective universe)! would not hesitate 
to accept the authority of their scriptures when they 
are directed (to do something helpful in accordance 
with them) by their teachers. Therefore the scriptures, 
taking the dualistic world as it is—created by ignorance 
and natural to everybody—first advise the performance 
of rites calculated to achieve the desired ends to those 
who are possessed of that natural ignorance and defects 
such as attachment and aversion; afterwards, when 
they see the well-known evils of actions, their factors 
and their results, and wish to attain their real state of 
aloofness, which is the opposite of duality, the scrip- 
tures teach them, as a means to it, the knowledge of 
Brahman, consisting in the realisation of the unity of 
the Self. So when they have attained that result— 
their real state of aloofness, their interest in the validity 
of the scriptures ceases. And in the absence of that 
the scriptures too just cease to be scriptures to them. 
Hence, the scriptures having similarly fulfilled their 
mission with regard to every person, there is not the 
least chance of a conflict with them ; for such dualistic 


1 Certain schools of Buddhism, for instance. Even they 
would act up to such teachings of their scriptures as, ‘Those 
who desire heaven should worship sepulchres of Buddhist 
saints.’ 
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differences as scripture, disciple and discipline termin- 
ate with the knowledge of unity. If any of these 
survived the others, there might be a conflict with 
regard to it. But since scripture, disciple and disci- 
pline are interdependent, not one of them survives the 
rest ; and when all duality is over, and only unity, 
the one without a second, the Good, alone stands, 
with whom is conflict apprehended? Hence also there 
is no non-contradiction either. 


Even taking your position for granted, we have 
to say that it is useless, for even if Brahman be both 
one and many, there will be the same conflict with the 
scriptures. That is to say, supposing we admit that 
the same Brahman has both unity and plurality like 
the ocean etc., and that there is no other thing, even 
then we cannot escape the charge of a conflict with the 
scriptures that you have levelled against us. How? 
For one and the same Supreme Brahman has both 
unity and plurality ; being beyond grief, delusion, etc., 
It would not seek instruction ; nor would the teacher 
be different from Brahman, for you have admitted the 
same Brahman to be both one and many. If you say, 
since the dual world is manifold, one can teach 
another, and it will not be instruction imparted to or 
by Brahman, we reply that you contradict your own 
statement that Brahman in Its twofold aspect of unity 
and plurality is one and the same, and that there is 
nothing else. Since that world of duality in which 
one teaches another is one thing, and unity! is of 


1 ‘Advaitam’: This seems to be thé correct reading, and 
not 'Dvaitam.' 
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course another thing, your example of the ocean is in- 
appropriate. Nor can we presume that Brahman, if 
It is one consciousness, as the ocean is one mass of 
water, will either receive instruction from, or instruct, 
anyone else. If Devadatta is both one and manifold, 
consisting of the hands etc., it is absurd to think that 
between his tongue and ear—both parts of him—the 
_tongue will instruct and the ear only receive the 
instruction, while Devadatta himself will neither instruct 
nor receive any instruction ; for he has only one con- 
sciousness, as the ocean is made up of the same 
volume of water. Therefore such an assumption will 
clash with the Sruti and reason, and frustrate your 
own object. Hence our interpretation of the Mantra, 
"[hat is infinite,' etc., is the correct one. 


Om is the ether-Brahman, is a Mantra. No 
direction for its use has been given elsewhere ; the 
Brahmana here directs that it is to be used in medita- 
tion. ‘Brahman’ in this Mantra is the entity speci- 
fied, and ‘ether’ is its description. In the term ‘ether- 
Brahman’ the entity specified and the description are 
co-ordinate, as in the expression, ‘A blue lotus.’ The 
word ‘Brahman’ without any qualifying word would 
mean any vast object ; hence it is specified as the 
‘ether-Brahman.’ The ether-Brahman is either the 
import of the word ‘Om,’ or identical with it. In 
either case the co-ordinate relation holds good. 


Here the word ‘Om’ is used to serve as a means 
to the meditation on Brahman. As other Srutis say, 
‘This is the best help (to the realisation of Brahman) 
and the highest’ (Ka. II. 17), “One should concentrate 
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on the Self, uttering Om’ (Mn. XXIV. 1), ‘One should 
meditate upon the Supreme Being only through the 
syllable Om' (Pr. V. 5), 'Meditate upon the Self with 
the help of the syllable Om' (Mu. II. ii. 6), and so 
on. Besides, the instruction can have no other mean- 
ing. For instance, elsewhere, in such passages as, 
‘He recites the praise with Om, he chants the Udgitha 
with Om’ (Ch. I. i. 9), we know from the directions 
for use that the syllable Om is used at the beginning 
and end of the reading of the Vedas. But we do not 
see any such different meaning here. Therefore the 
instruction of the word Om here is for the purpose of 
presenting it as a means to meditation only. Although 
the words ‘Brahman,’ ‘Atman,’ etc. are names of 
Brahman, yet on the authority of the Srutis we know 
that Om is Its most intimate appellation. Therefore it 
is the best means for the realisation of Brahman. It 
is so in two ways—as a symbol and as a name. Asa 
symbol: Just as the image of Visnu or any other god 
is regarded as identical with that god (for purposes of 
worship), so is Om to be treated as Brahman. (Why?) 
Because Brahman is pleased with one who uses Om 
as an aid ; for the Sruti says, ‘This is the best help and 
the highest. Knowing this help one is glorified in the 
world of Brahman (Hiranyagarbha) (Ka. II. 17). 


Now, lest ‘ether’ should mean the material ether, 
the text says, the eternal ether, i.e. the ether which is 
the Supreme Self. Because the latter, being beyond 
the reach of the eye and other organs, cannot be per- 
ceived without some help, therefore the aspirant super- 
imposes it with faith, devotion and great rapture on 
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the syllable Om, as people superimpose Visnu on 
images of stone etc. with carvings of His features. 
‘The ether containing air, just the ordinary ether, not 
the eternal ether,’ says—who?— ihe son of Kaura- 
vydyani. The word ‘ether’ is primarily used in the 
sense of the ether containing air; so he thinks that 
should be taken. Now, whether it is 'the eternal 
ether, meaning the unconditioned Brahman, or it is 
‘the ether containing air,’ meaning the conditioned 
Brahman, in either case the syllable Om, as a symbol, 
becomes a means of realising It, like an image. For 
another Sruti has it, ‘The syllable Om, O Satyakdma, 
is the higher and lower Brahman' (Pr. V. 2). The 
only difference is over the meaning of the word 


*ether.' 


Ii, this Om, is the Veda, (for) through it one 
knows what is to be known. Therefore Om is the 
Veda or name (of Brahman). Through that name 
the aspirant knows or realises what is to be known, 
viz. Brahman, which is the object signified or desig- 
nated by the name. Therefore the Brahmanas know 
that it is the Veda: They mean that as a name it is 
intended as a means to the realisation of Brahman. 
Or the passage, ‘It is the Veda,’ etc., may be a eulogy. 
How? Om is enjoined as a symbol of Brahman, for 
it is co-ordinated with the word ‘Brahman’ in the 
sentence, “Om is the ether-Brahman.’ Now it is being 
praised as the Veda, for the entire Vedas are but Om: 
They all issue out of it and consist of it ; this Om is 
differentiated into the divisions of Rc, Yajus, Sàman, 
etc., for another Sruti says, ‘As by a stick all leaves 
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(are pierced, so all speech is pierced by Om), (Ch. II. 
xxiii. 4). Here is another reason why Om is the 
Veda—'through it, this Om, ‘one knows whatever 
is to be known'; hence this Om is the Veda. The 
other Vedas owe their Vedahood to this. Therefore 
Om, being so important, should be used as a means 
to self-realisation. Or the passage in question may be 
thus interpreted: It is ‘the Veda.’! What is it? That 
Om ‘which the Brahmanas know’; for it should be 
known by the Brahmanas in various forms such as 
Pranava and Udgitha. If it is used as a means to 
realisation, the entire Vedas are practically used. 


! In this interpretation the inarticulate A is dropped from 
the text, the reading being, Vedo yam, etc. 


SECTION II 


sur orem: carat fef mereiqu:— Far 
ATTN agt; siea maa dat Fa, vet s 
arr, hat agaa a rfr, emen 
xfer, RAA uter, qrexdrfa a enedfer; enfirfa 
Qara, afa i| * N 


I. Three classes of Prajāpati’s sons lived a 
life of continence with their father, Prajāpati 
(Virāj)—the gods, men and Asuras. The gods, 
on the completion of their term, said, ‘Please 
instruct us.’ He told them the syllable ‘Da’ 
(and asked), ‘Have you understood?’ (They) 
said, ‘We have. You tellus: Control your- 
selves.’ (He) said, ‘Yes, you have understood.’ 


The present section is introduced to prescribe the 
three disciplines of self-control etc. Three classes of 
Prajápati's sons lived a life of continence, i.e. lived as 
students, since continence is the most important part 
of a student's life, with their father, Prajapati. Who 
were they? The gods, men and Asuras, in particular. 
Of them, the gods, on the completion of their term— 
what did they do?—said to their father, Prajapati, 
‘Please instruct us.’ When they thus sought his 
instruction, he told them only the syllable ‘Da’; and 
saying it the father asked them, ‘Have you understood 
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the meaning of the syllable I told you by way of 
instruction, or not?’ The gods said, ‘We have.’ ‘If 
so, tell me what I said.’ The gods said, ‘You tell 
us: Control yourselves, for you are naturally unruly.’ 
The other said, ‘Yes, you have understood rightly.’ 


emp Ba Aqsa sa: ef A aR, mud 

q tfe, murra cla, nfà- 

wa mp, aer a maA, snfafr mure, 
eqarierefet | R N 

2. Then the men said to him, ‘Please 

instruct us.’ He told them the same syllable 

‘Da? (and asked), ‘Have you understood?’ 


(They) said, ‘We have. You tell us: Give.’ 
(He) said, “Yes, you have understood.’ 


The common portions are to be explained as 
before. ‘You tell us: Give—distribute your wealth 
to the best of your might, for you are naturally 
avaricious. What else would you say for our benefit?’ 
—so said the men. 


aq tanga aa, cet at werfen, mu 
"Publii iy amar fet ; fà- 
AA gts, TS st areata ; arate Rava, 
erf, aga qdi angah afai 
(x grae qe aAA; aai fra - 
qn ara mera ia fer feft seo, ii 


3. Then the Asuras said to him, ‘Please 
instruct us.’ He told them the same syllable 
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‘Da’ (and asked), ‘Have you understood?’ 
(They) said, ‘We have. You tel us: Have 
compassion.’ (He) said, “Yes, you have under- 
stood.’ That very thing is repeated by the 
heavenly voice, the cloud, as ‘Da, ‘Da,’ ‘Dg’: 
‘Control yourselves,’ ‘Give,’ and ‘Have com- 
passion.’ Therefore one should learn these three 
—self-control, charity and compassion. 


Similarly the Asuras took it as, “Have compassion, 
be kind to all, for you are cruel, given to injuring 
others, and so on.’ That very instruction of Prajapati 
continues to this day. Prajàpati, who formerly taught 
the gods and others, teaches us even to-day through 
the heavenly voice of the cloud. How? Here is the 
heavenly voice heard. Which is it? The cloud. As 
‘Da,’ ‘Da,’ ‘Da’: ‘Control yourselves,’ ‘Give,’ and 
‘Have compassion.’ The syllable ‘Da’ is repeated thrice 
to represent in imitation the above three terms, not that 
a cloud produces three notes only, for we know of no 
such limitation as to number. Because to this day 
Prajapati gives the same instructions, ‘Control your- 
selves,’ 'Give' and ‘Have Compassion,’ therefore one 
Should learn these three of Prajapati. What are they? 
Self-control, charity and compassion. Men should 
think, ‘We must carry out the instructions of Praja- 
pati.’ The Smrti too says, ‘Lust, anger and greed— 
-these are the three gateways to hell, destructive to the 
self ; therefore one should renounce these three’ (G. 
XVI. 21) The preceding portion is but a part of this 
injunction, ‘One should learn,’ etc. Still those who 
can guess the motives of others hold different views on 
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why Prajapati spoke the same syllable ‘Da’ thrice to 
the gods etc., who wanted separate instructions, and 
how they too discriminatingly understood his intention 
from the same syllable 'Da.' 


Regarding this some say: The gods, men and 
Asuras, considering themselves guilty of a lack of self- 
control, charitableness and compassion respectively, 
lived as students with Prajapati, apprehensive of what 
he might say to them ; and as soon as they heard the 
syllable ‘Da,’ their own fears led them to understand 
its meaning. It is a well-known principle in life that 
sons and pupils are to be dissuaded from evil through 
instruction. Hence Prajapati was right in uttering 
just the syllable ‘Da,’ and so too were the gods etc. 
in understanding it differently according to their 
respective defects, for the syllable 'Da' occurs in all 
the three words denoting ‘self-control’ etc. From this 
it is clear that when one is conscious of one's faults, 
one can be weaned from them through the briefest 
advice, as the gods etc. were through the mere 
syllable 'Da.' 


Objection : Well, this instruction was for the 
three classes, the gods and the rest, and even they 
were to adopt only one instruction apiece. It is not 
that even to-day men should learn all the three. 


Reply: In ancient times these three were prac- 
tised by the gods etc.—distinguished people. So men 
indeed should practise all of them. 

Objection : But should not compassion be ex- 
cluded from the list, because it was practised by the 
Asuras—very undesirable people? 

52 
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Reply : No, for all the three are equally good 
instructions. Hence there is some other meaning to it. 
All the three classes, the gods and the rest, were 
Prajapati’s sons, and a father would teach his sons 
only what is good for them ; so Prajapati, who knew 
what was good for them, would not teach them other- 
wise. Therefore this instruction of his to his sons is 
exceedingly beneficent. Hence men indeed should 
learn all the three. 

Or, there are no gods or Asuras other than men. 
Those among men who are wanting in self-control, 
but are otherwise endowed with many good qualities, 
are the gods ; those who are particularly greedy are 
men ; while those who are cruel and given to injuring 
others are the Asuras. So the same species, men, 
according to their lack of self-control and the other two 
defects, as well as to their tendencies of balance, 
activity and inertia, are given the titles of gods etc. 
Hence it is men who should learn all the three instruc- 
tions, for Prajapati meant his advice for them alone ; 
because men are observed to be wild, greedy and cruel. 
The Smrti too says, 'Lust, anger and greed (are the 
three gateways to hell); .. . therefore one should 
renounce them’ (G. XVI. 21). 


SECTION III 


The three disciplines, self-control etc., which are 
a part of all meditations have been enjoined. One is 
qualified for all meditations by becoming self-controlled, 
unavaricious and compassionate. The topic of the 
realisation of the unconditioned Brahman has been 
finished with the third and fourth chapters. Now 
meditations on Its conditioned aspect, resulting in 
prosperity, have to be described. Hence the following 
sections. 


ar RAFIR; wag, udeddg , ARA- 
exmaur—:mquimíd , g taney; efagcend 
waned pop ad aq, g KÄRA, queue 
enm up oq ous aq, afüedmau, ofa en 
QUE T g n l n xfer b EDI 


I. This is Prajāpati—this heart (intellect). 
It is Brahman, it is everything. ‘Hrdaya’ (heart) 
has three syllables. ‘Hr’ is one syllable. To 
him who knows as above, his own people and 
others bring (presents). ‘Da’ is another syllable. 
To him who knows as above, his own people 
and others give (their powers). ‘Ya’ is another 
syllable. He who knows as above goes to 
heaven. 


It has just been said that Prajapati instructs. Now 
who is this instructor, Prajàpati? This is being 
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answered: This is prajapati. Who? This heart, i.e. 
the intellect, which has its seat in the heart. That 
heart in which, at the end of the section relating to 
Sakalya (III. ix.), name, form and work have been 
stated to merge by way of the divisions of the quarters, 
which resides in all beings and is identified with them 
all, is Prajapati, the projector of all beings. It is 
Brahman, being vast and identified with all. Jt ts 
everything. It has been stated in the third chapter 
that the intellect is everything. Since it is everything, 
the intellect that is Brahman should be meditated 
upon. Now, first of all, meditation on the syllables 
of the name 'Hrdaya' is being described. The name: 
‘Hrdaya’ has three syllables. Which are they— ‘Hy’ 
is one syllable. To him, this sage, who knows as 
above, knows that ‘Hr’ ig the same as the root ‘Hr,’ 
meaning ‘to bring,’ his own people, relatives, and 
others not related to him bring presents. This last 
word must be supplied to complete the sentence. 
Because the organs, which are a part of the intellect 
(its ‘own’), and the objects, sound etc., which are not 
so related to it (‘others’), bring their respective func- 
tions as offerings to the intellect that is Brahman, 
which in its turn passes them on to the Self, therefore 
he who knows that ‘Hr’ is a syllable of the name. 
'Hrdaya' also receives presents. This result is in 
accordance with the meditation. Similarly ‘Da’ too 
is another syllable. This too is a form of the root 
‘Da,’ meaning ‘to give,’ inserted in the name ‘Hrdaya’ 
as one of its syllables. Here also, to him who knows 
as above, knows that because the organs, which are’ 
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a part of the intellect, and the objects, which are not 
so related to it, give their respective powers to the 
iniellect that is Brahman, which too gives its own 
power to the Self, therefore the syllable is called ‘Da,’ 
his own people and others give their powers. Similarly 
‘Ya’ too is another syllable. He who knows as above, 
that the form ‘Ya,’ derived from the root ‘In,’ mean- 
ing, to go, has been inserted in this name, goes to 
heaven. ‘Thus one gets such conspicuous results from 
the meditation even on the syllables of its name ; 
what should one say of the meditation on the reality 
of the heart itself? Thus the introduction of the 
syllables of its name is for the purpose of eulogising 
the heart (intellect). 


SECTION IV 


qa atate sara—aqeata a at Rae agai 
mui te aed safe, sadiaigrr; fea gma- 
araq, a uud aga ms aq aed safe , 
eres TT TAT $i Lf aged MAN d 


I. That (intellect-Brahman) was but this— 
Satya (gross and subtle) alone. He who knows 
this great, adorable, first-born (being) as the 
Satya-Brahman, conquers these worlds, and his 
(enemy) is thus conquered and becomes non- 
existent—he who knows this great, adorable, 
first-born (being) thus, as the Satya-Brahman, 
for Satya is indeed Brahman. 

In order to enjoin a meditation on that Brahman 
called Hrdaya (intellect) as Satya, the present section 
is being introduced. That refers to the intellect- 
Brahman. The particle ‘vai’ is a reminder. That 
intellect-Brahman who may be recalled—-is the meaning 
of .the first ‘Tat’ (that). He is being described in 
another way—is the meaning of the second ‘Tat.’ 
What is that way? He was but this. With this last 
word the third ‘Tat’ is connected. ‘This’ refers to 
something in the mind that will presently be stated. 


1 The pronoun ‘Tat’ (that or it) occurs thrice in the text. 
The last two (as well as the particle ‘vai’) have been 
omitted in the translation to avoid confusion. They are 
explained in the commentary. 
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Who 'was but this'? He who has been described as 
the intellect-Brahman ; here the third 'Tat' comes in. 
What is he? This is being specified as Satya alone— 
the Satya-Brahman, or Brahman that is 'Sat' and 
‘Tyat,’ the gross and subtle elements, in other words, 
consisting of the five elements. He, any one, who 
knows this being identified with Satya—great, because 
of his vastness, adorable, first-born, since this Brahman 
was born before all other relative beings—as the Satya- 
Brahman, gets the following result: As the Satya- 
Brahman has made all these worlds a part of himself, 
or conquered them, so he who knows the great, ador- 
able, first-born Brahman identified with Satya, con- 
quers these worlds, Also his enemy—this word is 
understood—ts thus conquered, as the worlds are by 
Brahman, and becomes non-existent, i.e. is conquered. 
Who gets this result? To answer this the text con- 
cludes: He who knows this great, adorable, first-born 
(being) thus—as the Satya-Brahman. Hence the result 
is aptly in accordance with the meditation, for Satya 1s 
indeed Brahman. 


SECTION V 


amg AZAA mE, af AG: QAANT, 
aci ag, ma sata, samfazar; 4 Sur 
aeanaraaa eum —acrfata u gm 
maT, RARA, creme; ven 
salt AML, Herdissqu ; agaaga: So 
ugm, aaga waft; Aad atangi 
fafa n gn 


I. This (universe) was but water (liquid 
oblations connected with sacrifices) in the begin- 
ning. That water produced Satya. Satya is 
Brahman. Brahman (produced) Prajapati, and 
Prajapati the gods. Those gods meditate upon 
Satya. This (name) ‘Satya’ consists of three 
syllables: ‘Sa’ is one syllable, ‘Ti’ is another 
syllable, and ‘Ya’ is the third syllable. The first 
and last syllables are truth. In the middle is 
untruth. This untruth is enclosed on either side 
by truth. (Hence) there is a preponderance of 
truth. One who knows as above is never hurt 
by untruth. 


This section is in praise of the Satya-Brahman. 
He has been called great, adorable and first-born 
(V. iv. i. How is he the first-born? This is being 
explained: This was but water in the beginning. 
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‘Water’ here means the oblations that are connected 
with rites such as the Agnihotra. They are called 
water because they are liquid. This ‘water,’ after the 
rites are finished, maintains its connection with them 
in some invisible, subtle form, and is not alone, but 
united with the other elements ; but it is given promi- 
nence on account of its connection with the rites. All 
the elements, which before their manifestation remain 
in an undifferentiated state, are together with the agent 
designated as water. That water, which is the seed of 
the universe, remains in its undifferentiated form, 
This entire universe, differentiated into name and form, 
. was just this water in the beginning, and there was no 
other manifested object. Then that water produced 
Satya ; therefore the Satya-Brahman is the first-born. 
The manifestation of the undifferentiated universe is 
what is spoken of here as the birth of Hiranyagarbha 
or Sutratman. Satya is Brahman. Why? Because of 
his greatness. How is he great? This is being ex- 
plained: Because he is the projector of everything. 
How? The Saty-Brahman (produced) Prajépati, the 
lord of all beings, Viraj, of which the sun etc. are the 
organs. The verb ‘produced’ is understood. Praja- 
pati, Viraj, produced the gods. Since everything was 
produced in this order from the Satya-Brahman, there- 
fore he is great. But how is he adorable? This is 
being explained: Those gods who were thus produced 
meditate upon that Satya-Brahman, even superseding 
their father Viraj. Hence this first-born great one is 
adorable. Therefore he should be meditated upon 
with one’s whole heart. The name of the Satya- 
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Brahman also is Satya. This consists of three 
syllables. What are they? ‘Sa’ is one syllable, ‘TY 
is another syllable. The 7 has been added to : for 
facility of indication. ‘Ya’ is the third syllable. 
Of these, the first and last syllables, ‘Sa’ and ‘Ya,’ 
are truth, being free from the form of death. In the 
middle is untruth. Untruth is death, for the words 
"Mrtyu' (death) and ‘Anrta’ (untruth) have both a ¢ 
in them. This untruth, the letter 7, which is a form 
of death, is enclosed or encompassed on either side by 
truth, by the two syllables ‘Sa’ and ‘Ya,’ which are 
forms of truth. Hence it is negligible, and there is a 
preponderance of truth. One who knows as above, 
knows the preponderance of truth and the insigni- 
ficance of all death or untruth, is never hurt by untruth 
that he may have uttered unawares. 


quu: ui = agteriisereqen: ; ALATA ATT 
aariat; confert ees fete, MARRA. ; 
— —S geadanved qva, ana 
THA: Sera y R Ul 
2. That' which is Satya is that sun—the 
being who is in that orb and the being who is 
in the right eye. These two rest on each other. 
The former rests on the latter through the rays, 


and the latter rests on the former through the 
function of the eyes. When a man is about to 


1 The translation of this sentence and its commentary is 
slightly condensed for the sake of clarity. 
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leave the body, he sees the solar orb as clear. 
The rays no more come to him. 


Now a meditation on different parts of the body 
of the Satya-Brahman is being described: That which 
ts Satya, the first-born Satya-Brahman, is that sun. 
Who is he? The being who is in that orb, who thinks 
he is the sun, and the being who is in the right eye. 
They are both Satya-Brahman ; the word 'and' shows 
this connection. Because these two, the beings in the 
sun and the eye, are but different forms of the Satya- 
Brahman, therefore they rest on each other, the solar 
being rests on the ocular being and vice versa, for 
there is a relation of mutual helpfulness between the 
self as identified with different parts of the body and 
the presiding deities. How they rest on each other is 
being explained: The former, the solar being, rests on 
the laiter, the being (individual self) who is identified 
in this body with the eye, through the rays, helping 
the other with his light. And the latter, the being who 
is in the eye, rests on the former, the being who is 
identified among the gods with the sun, through the 
function of the eyes, helping that deity (by revealing 
him). When a man, the individual self or the experi- 
encer inhabiting this body, is about to leave the body, 
the solar being, who is the presiding deity of the eye, 
withdraws his rays and maintains a blank, indifferent 
pose. Then he, the individual self, sees the solar orb 
as clear, shorn of its beams, like the moon. This 
portent of death is incidentally mentioned, so that a 
man may be careful and take necessary steps. The 
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vays no more come to him: In the discharge of their 
master's duties, they used to do so before with regard 
to the being who is identified with the eye, in order to 
help him ; but considering those duties finished, as it 
were, they no more come to him. Hence this mutual 
helpfulness between them shows that both are parts 
of the same Satya-Brahman. 


qz uw aR quere qi su , 
wm Buc, aiaa aa vf «wm, at ate, B 
ud sm, eu afur , 2 efe, Baa RAT ; 


aeaqaragita ; ea wend seta a a c 
az AH 


3. Of this being who is in the solar orb, the 
syllable 'Bhür' is the head, for there is one head, 
and there is this one syllable; the word 'Bhuvar' 
_is the arms, for there are two arms, and there 
are these two syllables; the word 'Svar' is the 
feet, for there are two feet, and there are these 
two syllables. His secret name is ‘Ahar.’ He 
who knows as above destroys and shuns evil. 


Now, of this being who is in the solar orb, called 
Satya, the Vyahrtis (Bhür, Bhuvar and Svar) are 
the limbs. How? The Vyahrti called ‘Bhir’ is his 
head, because it comes first. The Sruti itself points 
out the similarity between them: There is one head, 
and there is this one syllable, Bhür. Each is one in 
number. The word ‘Bhuvar is the arms, because 
both are two in number. There are two arms, and 
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there are these two syllables. Similarly the word 
‘Svar’ is the feet, for there are two feet, and there are 
these two syllables. The word ‘Pratistha’ means the 
feet, for they help one to stand. The secret name of 
this Satya-Brahman who has the Vyahrtis as his limbs 
—that name, called by which that Brahman turns to 
us, as it happens with us—is 'Ahar.' He who knows 
as above, that 'Ahar' is derived from the root 'Han" 
or ‘Ha,’ meaning, ‘to kill or to shun,’ destroys and 
shuns evil. 


dist afertiseequrcaey yftfa fore, um fac, 
anna; ya xf ae; at ae, E Wu eut; 
ef far, E B, Faa wat, aedium 
efafa: ga nmi sm a a gd az uei 
ate Gage STENT |l 


4. Of this being who is in the right eye, the 
syllable 'Bhür' is the head, for there is one head, 
and there is this one syllable; the word 'Bhuvar' 
is the arms, for there are two arms, and there 
are these two syllables; the word 'Svar' is the 
feet, for there are two feet, and there are these 
two syllables. His secret name is ‘Aham.’ He 
who knows as above destroys and shuns evil. 

Similarly of this being who is in the right eye, 
the syllable 'Bhür' is the head, etc.—to be explained 
as before. His secret name is “Aham (I), because he 
is the inner self. He who knows, etc.—already’ 
explained. 


SECTION VI 


Since Brahman has many limiting adjuncts, each 
with diverse forms, a meditation on the same Brahman 
as possessed of the limiting adjunct of the mind, is 
being enjoined. 


AAS quet maaana, uut 
züfüi adi ar, a uw ceu, def. 
gi corte af fare sou ef wd sme i 


I. This being identified with the mind and 
resplendent (is realised by the Yogins) within 
the heart like a grain of rice or barley. He is 
the lord of all, the ruler of all, and governs what- 
ever there is. 


This being identified with the mind, because he 
is perceived there ; also he perceives through the mind ; 
and resplendent, lit. having lustre as his real state or 
nature. Since the mind reveals everything, and he is 
identified with the mind, therefore he is resplendent, 
ie. is realised by the Yogins—we must supply these 
words—within the heart like a grain of nce or barley 
in size. He is the lord of all things, which are but 
variations of him. Even with lordship, one may be 
under the sway of ministers etc., but he is not like 
that. What then is he? He is the ruler, independent 
protector, and governs whatever there is—the whole 
universe. The result of this meditation on Brahman 
identified with the mind is the attainment of identity 
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with him as such, for the Brahmana says, ‘One 
becomes exactly as one meditates upon Him' (S. X. 
v. li. 20). 


SECTION VII 


qgraeae: ; amka, aadi quem 


2 


gud Wa Rag; fagusu aa i <i afa 
Qa ATCT II 
I. They say lightning is Brahman. It is 
called lightning (Vidyut) because it scatters 
(darkness). He who knows It as such—that 
lightning is Brahman—scatters evils (that are 
ranged against) him, for lightning is indeed 
Brahman. 


Another meditation on the same Satya-Brahman, 
with particular result, is being introduced. They 
say lightning is Brahman. The derivation of light- 
ning as Brahman is being given: It is called lightning 
(Vidyut) because it scatters darkness. Really lightning 
flashes cleaving the darkness due to clouds. He who 
knows it as such, knows that lightning is Brahman as 
possessed of the above attributes, scatters or dispels 
all the evils that are ranged against him. It is a fitting 
result for one who knows it as such—that lightning is 
Brahman, for lightning is indeed Brahman. 


SECTION VIII 


ar gge; TIAA: Saat: — ATS THT 
QTR FAR ANRT; ded al carat Far 
Sasitafra—_eqreranrt st qus a, KART Hur, 
STATE AAT: 5 ALA: smpUDGHSGT, AA Wer opi 
FISH SANA il 


r. One should meditate upon speech (the 
Vedas) as a cow (as it were). She has four 
teats— the sounds ‘Svaha,’ ‘Vasat,’ ‘Hanta’ 
and ‘Svadha.’ The gods live on two of her 
teats—the sounds ‘Svaha’ and ‘Vasat,’ men on 
the sound 'Hanta,' and the Manes on the sound 
'Svadha.' Her bull is the vital force, and her 
calf the mind. 


Still another meditation on the same Brahman is 
being mentioned—that speech is Brahman.  'Speech' 
here means the Vedas. One should meditate upon 
that speech (the Vedas) as, i.e. as if she was, a cow. 
Just as a cow secretes milk through her four teats for 
her calf to suck, so does this cow, speech, secrete 
through her four teats, to be presently mentioned, food 
for the gods etc. that is comparable to milk. Now 
what are those teats, and who are those for whom she 
secretes the food? The gods, corresponding to a calf, 
live on two of the teats of this cow, speech. Which 
are they? The sounds ‘Svaha and ‘Vasat,’ for 
through them oblations are offered to the gods. Men 
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on the. sound ‘Hanta’: Food is given to men with the 
use of the word ‘Hanta’ (if you want). The Manes 
on the sound ‘Svadha,’ for food is offered to the 
Manes to the utterance of this word. Her bull, the 
bull for that cow, speech, is the vital force, for the 
Vedas are rendered fruitful by the vital force, and her 
calf the mind, for she is stimulated to secretion by the 
mind ; because the Vedas are applied to a subject that 
has been thought over by the mind, therefore the mind 
stands for the calf. He who meditates upon this cow, 
speech, as such, attains identity with her. 


SECTION IX 


sana Asana: qui, Süqmeé qeu 
agaa, we at vate atacautafrara 
amia; a aatontacaraata aa ate ozorrfa oap $i 
&fer aera MANA | 


I. This fire that is within a man and digests 
the food that is eaten, is VaiSvanara. It emits 
this sound that one hears by stopping the ears 
thus. When a man is about to leave the body, 
he no more hears this sound. 


Here is another meditation like the preceding ones. 
This fire is Vaiśvānara. Which fire? This that is 
within a man. Is it the element fire that is one of the 
components of the body? No, it is the one called 
Vai$vanara, which digests the food. Which food? 
The food that is eaten by men. That is to say, the 
heat in the stomach. For direct sign of it the text 
says: As that fire digests the food, it emits this sound. 
What is it? That one hears by stopping the ears thus, 
with one’s fingers. The word ‘Etat’ is an adverb 
(meaning ‘thus’). One should meditate upon that 
fire as Vai$vanara, or Viraj. Here too the result is 
identification with it. Incidentally a death omen is 
being described: (When a man, the experiencer in this 
body is about to leave the body, he no more hears this 
sound. 


SECTION X 


qur d qefsengtarerta a drgHuresfg; dud 
a aa ARAR aa cramer G, Fata Tea BHAA ; 
a arkama, qui a aa ARARA aer aracea 
G, aaa ma SDRHO ; a aqaana=sfa, du 
a an ARAA aur sree: a, Fa Ta NFRA ; 
a Armaan, deacctafa grad: eum: 
Nn ete aed sary N 


I. When a man departs from this world, he 
reaches the air, which makes an opening there 
for him like the hole of a chariot-wheel. He 
goes upwards through that and reaches the sun, 
who makes an opening there for him like the 
hole of a tabor. He goes upwards through that 
and reaches the moon, who makes an opening 
there for him like the hole of a drum. He goes 
upwards through that and reaches a world free 
from grief and from cold. He lives there for 
eternal years. 


This section describes the goal and the result of 
all meditations. When a man who knows those medi- 
tations departs from this world, gives up the body, he 
reaches the air, which remains crosswise in the sky, 
motionless and impenetrable. The air makes an 
opening there, in its own body—separates the parts of 
its own body, i.e. makes a hole in it—for him, as he 
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comes. What is the size of that hole? Like the hole 
of a chariot-wheel, which is of a well-known size. He, 
the sage, goes upwards (lit. upward-bound) through 
that and reaches the sun. The sun stands blocking 
the way for the prospective traveller to the world of 
Brahman ; he too lets a sage with this kind of medita- 
tion pass. He makes an opening there for him like 
the hole of a tabour (Lambara), a kind of musical 
instrument. He goes upwards through that and 
reaches the moon. She too makes an opening there for 
him like the hole a drum, the size of which is well 
known. He goes upwards through that and reaches a 
world, that of Hiranyagarbha. What kind of world? 
Free from grief, i.e. mental troubles, and from cold, 
i.e. physical sufferings. Reaching it, he lives there for 
eternal years, i.e. for many cycles of ours, which con- 
stitute the lifetime of Hiranyagarbha. 


SECTION XI 


was qui ddr aaraa, ucd Bu ate 
saf uud da, wag web agi a Hencud gefa ; 
qui fa gre sería aud du. usd uci aia 
anmai, a Pao ata sea a ud ad 
NN wf aerem: secre N 


I. This indeed is excellent austerity that a 
man suffers when he is ill. He who knows as 
above wins an excellent world. This indeed is 
excellent austerity that a man after death is 
carried to the forest. He who knows as above 
wins an excellent world. This indeed is excellent 
austerity that a man after death is placed in the 
fire. He who knows as above wins an excellent 
world. 


This indeed is excellent austerity. What is it? 
That a man suffers when he is ill, attacked with fever 
eic. One should think that this is excellent austerity, 
for both entail suffering. For a sage who thinks like 
that, without either condemning the disease or being 
dejected over it, that austerity itself serves to wipe out 
his evils. He who knows as above has his evils burnt 
by this austerity in the form of meditation, and wins 
an excellent world. Similarly a dying man thinks 
from the very beginning—-what?—this indeed is 
excellent austerity that after death he is carried to the 
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forest by the priests for the funeral ceremony. He 
thinks that it will be an excellent austerity for him, 
because in both there is this journey from the village 
to the forest ; for it is well known that retirement from 
the village to the forest is excellent austerity. He who 
knows as above wins an excellent world. Similarly 
this indeed is excellent austerity that man after death 
is placed in the fire, because in both there is this 
entering into the fire. He who knows as above wins 
an excellent world, 


SECTION XII 


ae snc TR are: aa aut, gala ar eter 
TTT; SMT Hata cm, aH am, yeaa d 
rT ASA; us x cdq d THIN ACA 
Qd NESA: ; AR LATE NAR: Reel, RC Reads 
fe arg gah, fataten aag gaifafa ; a 
g ang nmm, m SITQ, Ren JAT 
qai mad, aan s Bazar ir. ai 
fa, em Aarh aati: seria faorft , AA 
std W, ort turf eatin spenfa cae ; 
arean akaaga Aaa, aati wart 
WA, ud daa eain tf A MATA N 


I. Some say that food is Brahman. It is 
not so, for food rots without the vital force. 
Others say that the vital force is Brahman. It 
is not so, for the vital force dries up without 
food. But these two deities being united attain 
their highest. So Prātrda said to his father, 
‘What good indeed can I do to one who knows 
like this, and what evil indeed can I do to him 
either? The father, with a gesture of the hand, 
said, ‘Oh, no, Pratrda, for who would attain his 
highest by being indentified with them ?’ Then he 
said to him this: ‘It is “Vi.” Food is “Vi,” 
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for all these creatures rest on food. Itis "Ram." 
The vital force is ‘‘Ram,’’ for all these creatures 
delight if there is the vital force.’ On him who 
knows as above all creatures rest, and in him all 
creatures delight. 


Similarly, in order to enjoin another meditation 
the text says: Some teachers say that food—lit. what 
is eaten—is Brahman. It is not so—one must not 
understand that food is Brahman. Others say that 
the vital force 1s Brahman. It is not so—that too 
should not be taken as true. But why is not food to 
be understood as Brahman? For food rots or is 
decomposed without the vital force ; so how can it be 
Brahman? For Brahman is that which is indestructible. 
Let the vital force then be Brahman. Not so either, 
for the vital force dries up without food. The vital 
force is the eater ; hence it cannot live without eatables. 
Therefore it dries up without food. Since neither of 
them can singly be Brahman, therefore these two 
deities, food and the vital force, being umted attain 
their highest, i.e. Brahmanhood. 


So, having thus decided it in his mind, one whose 
name was Prdatrda said to his father, ‘What good 
indeed can I do to one who knows like thts, knows 
Brahman as I have conceived it? That is, what 
worship can I offer him? And whai evil indeed can 
I do to him either?’ That is to say, he has achieved 
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the goal of his life. The man who knows that food 
and the vital force together constitute Brahman, is not 
slighted by any offence done to him, nor is he magni- 
fied by honours done to him. When he said this, his 
father, stopping him with a gesture of the hand, said, 
‘Oh, no, Pratrda, do not say so, for who would attain 
his highest by being identified with them, i.e. food and 
the vital force? No aspirant would attain perfection 
through this realisation of Brahman. Therefore you 
must not say that such a man has achieved the goal 
of his life.’ ‘If this is so, please tell me how he 
attains perfection.’ Then he said to him this, the 
following. What was it? It is ‘Vi.’ What is that? 
The answer is being given: Food is ‘Vi,’ for all these 
creatures rest on food’, hence food is called ‘Vi.’ Also 
i; is “Ram, the father said. What is that? The vital 
force is ‘Ram.’ Why? For all these creatures delight 
if there is the vital force, which is the abode of 
strength. Hence the vital force is ‘Ram.’ Food (i.e. 
the body) has the virtue of being the abode of all 
creatures, and the vital force that of affording delight 
to all, for none who is without a body as his abode is 
pleased, nor is any one, even if he has a body, pleased 
if he lacks vitality or strength. When a person has 
a body and strength, then only he is pleased, consider- 
ing himself exceptionally fortunate, for the Sruti says, 
‘It should be youth, a virtuous youth, and studious,’ 
etc. (Tai. IT. viii. 1). Now the results attained by one 
who knows as above are being stated: On him who 


l'Food' here means the body, which is a modification 
of the food we eat. 
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knows as above all creatures rest, because of his 
knowledge of the virtue of food, and in him all crea- 
tures delight, because of his knowledge of the virtue 
of the vital force. 


SECTION XIII 


SHIT; To at sae, sot (TO age- 
aaa, samga, seer Mg 
aaa waa, act aN” 

I. (One should meditate upon the vital 
force as) the Uktha (a hymn of praise). The 
vital force is the Uktha, for it raises this uni- 
verse. From him who knows as above rises a 
son who is a knower of the vital force, and he 
achieves union with and abode in the same world 
as the Uktha. 

The Uktha—is another meditation. The Uktha 
is a hymn of praise. It is the principal feature of the 
Mahavrata sacrifice (Somayaga). What is that Uktha? 
The vital force is the Uktha. The vital force is chief 
among the organs, as the Uktha is among hymns of 
praise. Hence one should meditate upon the vital 
force as the Uktha. How is the vital force the 
Uktha? This is being explained: For it raises this 
universe; because of this raising it is called the Uktha. 
No lifeless man ever rises. The result of the medita- 
tion on it is being stated: From him who knows as 
above mses a son who is a knower of the vital force— 
this 1s the visible result ; and he achieves union with 
and abode in the same world as the Uktha—this is the 
invisible result. 


qur; À qon, N darker aat saris 


5.13.3] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 845. 


qs , gers mre aaiftr yar s mung, qu: 
angst zat sra, a us Sq N R N 


2. (One should meditate upon the vital force 
as) the Yajus. The vital force is the Yajus, for 
all these beings are joined with one another if 
there is the vital force. All beings are joined 
for the eminence of him who knows as above, 
and he achieves union with and abode in the 
same world as the Yajus (vital force). 


One should meditate upon the vital force as the 
Yajus too. The vital force is the Yajus.! How is the 
vital force the Yajus? For all (these) beings are joined 
with one another if there is the vital force. None has 
the strength to unite with another unless he has life ; 
hence the vital force is called the Yajus—because it 
joins. The result that accrues to one who knows as 
above is being stated: AWU beings are joined for the 
eminence of him who knows as above—they try to 
make him their chief. And he achieves union with 
and abode in the same world as the Yajus or the vital 
force. These words have already been explained. 


am; Tot 3 an, wet tari aat wari 
erp; aa ure aati qa, sear 
Hera, Ala: MgA GalHat sala, 4 us dq NBN 
3. (One should meditate upon the vital 
1 The name of one of the Vedas; but here it is given a 


figurative meaning. The same with 'Sàman' in the next 
paragraph. 
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force as) the Saman. The vital force is the 
Saman, for all these beings are united if there 
is the vital force. For him who knows as above 
all beings are united, and they succeed in bring- 
ing about his eminence, and he achieves union 
with and abode in the same world as the Saman. 


One should also meditate upon the vital force as 
the Saman. The vital force is the Saman. How is 
the vital force the Saman? For all beings are united 
4f there is the vital force. The vital force is called 
Saman because of this union—causing them to unite. 
For him who knows as above all beings are united, 
and not only that, they succeed in bringing about his 
eminence, The rest is to be explained as before. 


eI; T pnr, sro fe Fay, TAA 
da sot: eaforat: ; spo gaa, ered unrsd 


aAa safe, a ot da nel xa wat 
MATT Il 

4. (One should meditate upon the vital 
force as) the Ksatra. The vital force is the 
Ksatra, for it is indeed the Ksatra. The vital 
force protects the body from wounds. He who 
knows as above attains this Ksatra (vital force) 
that has no other protector, and achieves union 
with and abode in the same world as the 
Ksatra. 


One should meditate upon the vital force as the 
Ksatra. The vital force is the Ksatra, for it is indeed 
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the Ksatra, as is well known. How? This is being 
explained: Because the vital force protects the body 
from wounds, injuries inflicted with weapons etc., by 
filling them up with new flesh, therefore it is well 
known as the Ksatra, on account of this healing of the 
wounds. The result that accrues to one who knows 
this is being stated: He who knows as above attains 
this Ksatra, or the vital force, that has no other 
protector, is not protected by anything else (Atra). Or 
the word may be 'Ksatra-màtra, as another (the 
Madhyandina) recension has it; in which case the 
meaning will be, ' Attains identity with the Ksatra, or 
becomes the vital force.’ And achieves union with 
and abode in the same world as the Ksatra. 


SECTION XIV 


afacrattet atfteqeraerfir ; estat g qr ue 
mera qqa, gag tae udd ur agg fag 


Srey aad sume sen cae qd gm 


I. 'Bhümi' (the earth), 'Antariksa' (sky) 
and 'Dyaus' (heaven) make eight syllables, and 
the first foot of the Gayatri’ has eight syllables. 
So the above three worlds constitute the first foot 
of the Gàyatri. He who knows the first foot of 
the Gayatri to be such wins as much as there is 
in those three worlds. 


The meditation on Brahman as possessed of 
different limiting adjuncts such as the heart has been 
stated. Now the meditation on it as possessing the 
limiting adjunct of the Gayatri has to be stated ; hence 
the present section. Gayatri is the chief of the metres. 
It is called Gayatri because, as will be said later on, 
it protects the organs of those who recite it. Other 
metres have not this power. The verse Gayatri is 
identical with the vital force, and the latter is the 


1 Gayatri (or Savitri) is the most sacred verse of the 
Vedas. It reads as follows: Tat saviturvarenyam, bhargo 
devasya dhimahi, dhiyo yo nah pracodayat—‘We meditate 
on the adorable glory of the radiant sun. May he direct our 
intellect!’ (R. III. Ixii. ro). There is also a metre called 
Gayatri which has three feet, of eight syllables each. It will 
be seen that the verse Gayatri is in this metre. Sankara 
seems to have both these senses in mind. 
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soul! of all metres. The vital force, as has been said, is 
called the Ksatra on account of its protecting the body 
by healing its wounds ; (and Gayatri saves the organs 
of its reciters. So) Gayatri is identical with the vital 
force. Hence the meditation on Gayatri is being 
particularly enjoined. There is another reason. It is 
the cause of the birth of the Brahmanas, the noblest 
among the twice-born. From the passage, 'He created 
the Brahmana through Gayatri, the Ksatriya through 
lristubh, and the Vaisya through Jagati' (Va. IV. 3, 
adapted), we know that the second birth? of the 
Brahmana is due to Gayatri. Therefore it is chief 
among the metres. The passages, ‘The Brahmanas, 
renouncing their desires,’ etc. (III. v. 1), ‘The 
Brahmanas speak of (that Immutable),’ etc. (III. 
vili. 8), ‘He is a Brahmana’ (III. vii. ro), ‘He 
becomes sinless, taintless, free from doubts, and a 
knower of Brahman’ (IV. iv. 23), show that a 
Brahmana attains the highest end of his life ; and that 
Brahmanahood is due to his second birth through 
Gayatri. Hence the nature of Gayatri should be 
described. Since the best among the twice-born (the 
Brahmana) who is created by Gayatri is entitled to the 
achievement of his life’s ends without any obstruction, 
therefore this achievement is due to Gayatri. Hence 
with a view to enjoining a meditation on it the text 
says: ‘Bhumi,’ ‘Antanksa’ and ‘Dyaus’ make eight 
syllables, and the first foot of the Gayairi has eight 


1 Because it helps their utterance. 
2 At the time of his initiation into the student life with 
the holy thread etc. 


54 


850 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [5.14.1 


syllables. The syllable ‘Ya’ (in the word ‘Varenya’) 
should be separated to supply the eighth syllable. The 
particles ‘ha’ and ‘vai’ indicate some well-known fact. 
So the above three worlds, the earth etc., constitute the 
first foot of the Gáàyatr, because both have eight 
syllables. The result accruing to one who knows the 
first foot of the Gàyatri consisting of the three worlds 
is as follows: He who knows the first foot of the 
Gayatri to be such wins as much as there is to be won 
in those three worlds. 


wa ate aaaea ; wena E WT 
cama Ga; cag tare waa, a made 
aa fan aaa sala Dsea cata qi gau 


2. ‘Recah,’ Yajümsi and 'Samàni'" make 
eight syllables, and the second foot of the 
Gayatri has eight syllables. So the above three 
Vedas constitute the second foot of the Gayatri. 
He who knows the second foot of the Gayatri to 
be such wins as much as that treasury of 
knowledge, the three Vedas, has to confer. 

Similarly ‘Recah,’ 'Yajumsi, and ‘Samam,’ the 
syllables of the names of that treasury of knowledge, 
the three Vedas, are also eight in number, and the 
second foot of the Gayatri has likewise eight syllables. 
So the above three Vedas, Rc, Yajus and Saman, 
constitute the second foot of the Gayatri, just because 
both have eight syllables. He who knows the second 


1 The plural forms of the names of the three Vedas. 
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foot of the Gayatri to be such, consisting of the three 
Vedas, wins as much as that treasury of knowledge, 
the three Vedas, has to confer as result. 


qsqa saat amagi; ANAT = at 
ag mea any; tag Rares cad; u aad 
ft amg sup Aser cata az az ; TIU 
ware gia asia qd Wear a os aA ; ag age 
aatay; qutd waa ag cat EDD; qur 
aft ud Edu cs saat aga; ct ta faar 
agar ata Asen wate qd ga gau 


3. ‘Prana,’ ‘Apana’ and ‘Vyāna’ make 
eight syllables, and the third foot of the Gayatri 
has eight syllables. So the above three forms 
of the vital force constitute the third foot of the 
Gayatri. He who knows the third foot of the 
Gayatri to be such wins all the living beings that 
are in the universe. Now its Turiya, apparently 
visible, supramundane foot is indeed this—the 
sun that shines. 'Turiya' means the fourth. 
‘ Apparently visible foot,’ because he is seen, as 
it were. 'Supramundane,' because he shines on 
the whole universe as its overlord. He who 
knows the fourth foot of the Gayatri to be such 
shines in the same way with splendour and 
fame. 


1 This word must be split so as to make three syllables. 
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Similarly ‘Prana,’ 'Apana' and ‘Vydna,’ these 
names of the vital force etc., have also eight syllables, 
and they constitute the third foot of the Gayatri. He 
who knows the third foot of the Gayatri to be such 
wins all the living beings that are in the wniverse. The 
Gayatri, as consisting of words, has only three feet. 
Now its fourth foot, which is the import of the verse, 
is being described: Now the Twriya apparently visible, 
supramundane foot of that Gayatri is indeed this, viz. 
the sun that shines. The Sruti itself explains the 
meaning of the words in the above passage. The 
word ‘Turiya’ means what is generally known as the 
fourth. What is the meaning of the words ‘apparently 
visible foot’? This is being answered: Because he, 
the being who is in the solar orb, is seen, as it were ; 
hence he is so described. What is the meaning of the 
word ‘supramundane’? This is being explained: 
Because he, this being in the solar orb, shines om the 
whole universe as iis overlord. The word ‘Rajas’ 
means the universe produced out of Rajas, or activity. 
The word ‘upari’ (lit. above) has been repeated twice 
to indicate his suzerainty over the whole universe. It 
may be urged that since the word 'whole' serves that 
purpose, it is useless to repeat the word ‘upari.’ The 
answer to this is that it is all right, because the word 
"whole' may be taken to refer only to those worlds 
above which the sun is observed to shine, and the 
repetition of the word 'upari' removes this possibility. 
As another Sruti says, ‘He rules the worlds that are 
beyond the sun and commands the enjoyments of the 
gods as well' (Ch. I. vi. 8). Therefore the repetition 
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serves to include all. As the sun shines with splendour, 
in the form of suzerainty and fame, so he who knows 
the fourth, apparently visible foot of the Gayatri to be 
Such shines with splendour and fame. 


au qraepafeieq aia ge afa sfa- 
fear ; ag acact sfafian gu uon, fé d 
wea, aena Rari at AIRANI, AZALIA, 
agaaa, a od anagata, dent uq 
A e 
STEVHIH ; Wu deued as sfafusn ; soit d uem, 
aera ofafaad ; aene aada fa ; oa 
aut masaa sfafgar , ar Rar Tareas ; cro 
d war, AETIA ; TAZIA MENKA ATA ; 
a adai mAd, WI WD A AENT FR 
TA MÄRTA N 8 I 
4. That Gāyatrī rests on this fourth, appar- 
ently visible, supramundane foot. That again 
rests on truth. The eye is truth, for the eye is 
indeed truth. Therefore if even to-day two 
persons come disputing, one saying, ‘I saw it,’ 
and another, ‘I heard of it,’ we believe him only 
who says, ‘I saw it.’ That truth rests on 
strength. The vital force is strength. (Hence) 
truth rests on the vital force. Therefore they 


say strength is more powerful than truth. Thus 
the Gayatri rests on the vital force within the 
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body. That Gayatri saved the Gayas. The 
organs are the Gayas; so it saved the organs. 
Now, because it saved the organs, therefore it is 
called the Gayatri. The Savitri that the teacher 
communicates to the pupil is no other than this. 
It saves the organs of him to whom it is com- 
municated. 


That Gàyatri with three feet which has been 
described, which comprises the three worlds, the three 
Vedas and the vital force, rests on this fourth, 
apparently visible, supramundane foot, because the 
sun is the essence of the gross and subtle universe. 
Things deprived of their essence become lifeless and 
unstable, as wood and so forth are when their pith is 
burnt. So the three-footed Gayatri, consisting of the 
gross and subtle universe, rests with its three feet on 
the sun. That fourth foot (the sun) again rests on 
truth. What is that truth? The eye ts truth. How? 
For the eye is indeed. truth—it is a well-known fact. 
How? Therefore if even to-day two persons come 
disputing, giving contradictory accounts, one saying, 
‘I saw it,’ and another, ‘I heard of 1t—the thing is not 
as you saw it,’ of the two we believe him only who 
says, ‘I saw it,’ and not him who says, ‘I heard of it.’ 
What a man hears of may sometimes be false, but not 
what he sees with his own eyes. So we do not believe 
the man who says, ‘I heard of it.' Therefore the eye, 
being the means of the demonstration of truth, is truth. 
That is to say, the fourth foot of the Gayatri with the 
other three feet rests on the eye. It has also been 
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stated: ‘On what does that sun rest?—-On the eye’ 
(III. ix. 20). 


That truth which is the support of the fourth foot 
of the Gayatri rests on strength. What is that strength? 
The vital force is strength. Truth rests on that strength 
or the vital force. So it has been stated that every- 
thing is pervaded by the Sütra (III. vii. 2). Since 
truth rests on strength, therefore they say strength 1s 
more powerful than truth. It is also a well-known fact 
that a thing which supports another is more powerful 
than the latter. We never see anything weak being the 
support of a stronger thing. Thus, in the above- 
mentioned way, the Gayatri rests on the vital force 
within the body. That Gayatri is the vital force; hence 
the universe rests on the Gayatri. The Gayatri is that 
vital force in which all the gods, all the Vedas, and 
rites together with their results are unified. So, as the 
vital force, it is the self, as it were, of the universe. 
That Gayatri saved the Gayas. What are they? The 
organs such as that of speech are the Gayas, for they 
produce sound.’ So itt saved the organs. Because it 
saved the organs (of the priests using them), therefore 
tt is called the Gayairi ; owing to this saving of the 
organs it came to be known as the Gayatri. The 
Savitri or hymn to the sun that the teacher communi- 
cates—first a quarter of it, then half, and finally the 
whole—to the pupil, after investing him with the holy 
thread at the age of eight, is no other than this Gayatri, 
which is identical with the vital force, and is the self, 


1 This is primarily true of the vocal organ, but the whole 
group is named after it. 
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as it were, of the universe. What the child receives 
from him is now explained here. It saves the organs 
of him, the child, to whom it is communicated, from 
falling into hell and other dire fates. 


at fate arfisitagesarang: ; INN, 
aed. s qum ga, erf urfqst- 
saga; aff or iaka niaga, ade 
ages aaa qu of a N 


5. Some communicate (to the pupil) the 
Savitri that is Anustubh (saying), ‘Speech is 
anustubh; we shall impart that to him.’ One 
should not do like that. One should communi- 
cate that Savitri which is the Gayatri. Even if 
a man who knows as above accepts too much as 
gift, as it were, it is not (enough) for even one 
foot of the Gayatri. 


Some, the followers of certain recensions of the 
Vedas, communicate to the initiated pupil the Savitri 
that is produced from, or composed in, the metre called 
Anustubh, Their intention is being stated: They say, 
"Speech is Anustubh, and it is also Sarasvati in the 
body. We shall impart that speech—Sarasvati—to the 
boy.’ One should not do, or know, like that. What 
they say is totally wrong. "What then should one do? 
One should communicate that Savitri which is the. 
Gdyatri. Why? Because it has already been said 
that the Gayatri is the vital force. If the child is 
taught about the vital force, he will be automatically 
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taught about speech, and Sarasvati, and the other 
organs as well. Having stated this incidentally, the 
text goes on to praise the knower of the Gayatri: Even 
if a man who knows as above accepts too much as 
gift, as it were—really there is no such thing as too 
much for him, for he is identified with the universe—if, 
the whole amount of gift received, is not enough for 
even one foot of the Gayairi. 


a a miei stargate, cse 
qaa qaga; aa aad sat frat aA- 
aasia, Miser qaafadid QATT; A 
arafag mi aaaea aana Aisen agi 
CATA ; aare aaga quu aii qd TTS 
a aN aqid, Aa Serene; sa og caraarte- 
P ICE È N 


6. He who accepts these three worlds replete 
(with wealth), will be receiving (the results of 
knowing) only the first foot of the Gayatri. He 
who accepts as much as this treasury of knowl- 
edge, the Vedas, (has to confer), will receive (the 
results of knowing) only its second foot. And 
he who accepts as much as (is covered by) all 
living beings, will receive (the results of know- 
ing) only its third foot. While its fourth, appar- 
ently visible, supramundane foot—the sun that 
shines—is not to be counterbalanced by any 
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gift received. Indeed how could any one accept 
so much as gift? 

He, that knower of the Gayatri, who accepts these 
three worlds, the earth etc., replete with wealth such 
as cattle and horses, will be receiving only the first 
foot of the Gayatri, which has been explained. That 
acceptance will counterbalance the results of knowing 
only its first foot, but will not produce any additional 
sin. He who accepts as much as this treasury of 
knowledge, the Vedas, (has to confer), will receive only 
its second foot. It will set off the results of knowing 
only its second foot. Similarly he who accepts as much 
as (is covered by) all living beings, will receive only its 
third foot. It will match the results of knowing only 
its third foot. All this is said merely as a supposition. 
Should any one accept gifts equivalent even to all the 
three feet, it will wipe out the results of knowing only 
those three feet, but cannot lead to a new fault. Of 
course there is no such donor or recipient; it is 
imagined only to extol the knowledge of the Gayatri. 
Supposing such a donor and recipient were available, 
this acceptance of gifts would not be considered a fault. 
Why? Because there would still be left the knowledge 
of the fourth foot of the Gayatri, which is among the 
highest achievements of a man. This is pointed out 
by the text: While its fourth, apparently visible, 
supramundane foot—the sun that shines—ts not to be 
counterbalanced by any gift received, as the other three 
feet mentioned above are. Even these three are not to 
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be thus counterbalanced. All this has been said as a 
mere hypothetical proposition. Indeed how could any 
one accept so much as gift—equivalent to the three 
worlds, and so on? Hence the Gayatri should be 
meditated upon in this (entire) form. 


qeu sen maA fadt fragt 
aga, a fe qequi ama gum quan 
qaqa Aaa; eruat at sfr; d aaa, 
aA aay at uera arma Bau a 
ala: Haga went Taqufaga—senz: suff 
gru 


7. Its salutation: ‘O Gayatri, thou art one- 
footed, two-footed, three-footed and four-footed, 
and thou art without any feet, for thou art un- 
attainable. Salutation to thee, the fourth, appar- 
ently visible, supramundane foot! May the 
enemy never attain his object!’ (Should the 
knower of the Gayatri) bear hatred towards any- 
body, (he should) either (use this Mantra): 
“Such and such—may his desired object never 
flourish !'—in which case that object of the 
person against whom he thus salutes the Gayatri, 
never flourishes—or (he may say), 'May I attain 
that (cherished object) of his !’ 

Its salutation, the salutation of the Gayatri— 


literally, the word ‘Upasthana’ means gofmg near and 
staying, or saluting—with the following sacred formula : 
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*O Gayatri, thou art one-footed, with the three worlds 
as thy first foot, two-footed, with the three Vedas as 
thy second foot, three-footed, with the three forms of 
the vital force as thy third foot, and four-footed, with 
the sun as thy fourth foot. Thus thou art attained or 
known by the meditating aspirants. Beyond that 
thou art without any feet, in thy own supreme, un- 
conditioned form. Thou hast no foot (Pada), that is, 
means of attainment, for thou art unattainable, being 
the Self described as 'Not this, not this.' Hence 
salutation to thee, the fourth, apparently visible, supra- 
mundane foot —in thy relative aspect! May the enemy, 
the evil that stands in the way of my realisation of thee, 
never attain his object, of obstructing this realisation! 
The word ‘iti’ marks the close of the sacred formula. 
Should the knower of the Gayatri himself bear hatred 
towards anybody, he should either use the following 
sacred formula against him in his salutation to the 
Gayatri: ‘Such and such—naming him—may his, 
Devadatta’s, desired object never flourish !—in which 
case that object of the person, Devadatta, against 
whom he thus salutes the Gayatri, never flourishes. 
Or he may salute the Gayatri saying, ‘May I attain 
that cherished object of Devadatta.’ Of the three 
Mantras given above—‘May the enemy never attain,’ 
etc.—anyone may be used at option according to the 
intention of the aspirant. 


Gas d aset dagt afeeanaccbaqara, 
qu Er aaa enr web gethpen agate ; 
qa gen: aaa Aziana Hara; aca 
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sr Hen , ata gar afq atgararearzara, 
ada accigala ; wt Rafa fü ard gee, 
aia acca ge: qeissütse: dala ue 
cf rrt RTA N 


8. On this Janaka, Emperor of Videha, is 
said to have told Budila, the son of ASvatarasva, 
‘Well, you gave yourself out as a knower of the 
Gayatri; then why, alas, are you carrying (me) 
as an elephant?’ He replied, ‘Because I did not 
know its mouth, O Emperor.’ ‘Fire is its 
mouth. Even if they put a large quantity of 
fuel into the fire, it is all burnt up. Similarly, 
even if one who knows as above commits a great 
many sins, he consumes them all and becomes 
pure, cleansed, undecaying and immortal.’ 


In order to enjoin the mouth of the Gayatri a 
eulogistic story is being narrated in this paragraph.— 
The particles ‘ha’ and ‘vai’ refer to a past incident.— 
On this subject of the knowledge of the Gayatri, 
Janaka, Emperor of Videha, is said to have told 
Budila, the son of Asvatarasva, ‘Well, you gave your- 
self out as a knower of the Gayairi—said you were one 
—then why are you acting contrary to that statement? 
If you really were a knower of the Gayatri, then why, 
alas, as a result of your sin in accepting gifts, are you 
carrying (me) as an elephant ?’—-The adverb ‘nu’ 
indicates — deliberation. —Thus reminded by the 
Emperor, he replied, ‘Because I did not know its 
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mouth, O Emperor. My knowledge of the Gayatri, 
being deficient in one part, has been fruitless.' (The 
Emperor said), ‘Listen then, fire is its mouth. Even 
3f they,ecommon people, put a large quantity of fuel 
into the fire, it, that fuel, is all burnt wp. Similarly, 
even if one who knows as above, that fire is the mouth 
of the Gayatri—who himself is identified with the 
‘Gayatri and has fire as his mouth—commuits a great 
many sins such as those due to the acceptance of gifts 
wtc., he consumes all those sins and becomes pure like 
the fire, cleansed of those sins due to the acceptance 
of gifts etc., undecaying and immortal,’ because he is 
identified with the Gayatri. 


SECTION XV 


faxum aan gaear num | 
ad cd Guage aequi god | 
quam qt QÅ sse equ cuna | 
age dans; ad ad quur dui aar | 
TSAI quu: AiszArEr i 
argen wera wT | 
do Hal CAC HA CAL, Hal GAC Fel TAT | 
AA AA UID TY sears, 

foarfa 2a agan fear! 
TA TTEHSSEECIUIHST:, 

qisi A aasia faim N R i 

gta qazi mangn fep TAMSTA: N 


I. The face (nature) of Satya (Brahman) 
is hidden (as it were) with a golden vessel. 
O Püsan (nourisher of the world—the sun), 
remove it, so that I, whose reality is Satya, 
may see (the face). O Pusan, O solitary Rsi 
(seer or traveller), O Yama (controller), O Sürya 
(sun), O son of Prajapati (God or Hiranya- 
garbha), take away thy rays, curb thy bright- 
ness. I wish to behold that most benignant 
form of thine. I myself am that person; and 
I am immortal. (When my body falls) may 
my vital force return to the air (cosmic force), 
and this body too, reduced to ashes, (go to the 
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earth)! O Fire, who art the syllable ‘Om,’ O 
Deity of deliberations, recollect, recollect all that 
I have done, O Deity of deliberations, recollect, 
recollect all that I have done. O Fire, lead us 
along the good way towards our riches (deserts). 
O Lord, thou knowest everybody’s mental 
states; remove the wily evil from us. We utter 
repeated salutations to thee.’ 


The man who has combined meditation with rites 
is praying to the sun in his dying moments. This is 
topical too, for the sun is the fourth foot of the 
Gayatri, and the salutation to him is under considera- 
tion ; hence he is being prayed to. The face, or real 
nature, of Satya, or the Satya-Brahman, ‘is hidden, as 
it were, with a golden or shining vessel, the solar orb, 
as something held dear is kept hidden with a vessel. 
‘Hidden,’ because no one whose mind is not concen- 
trated can see it. O Pusan—the sun is so called 
because he nourishes the world— remove it, that vessel 
serving as a cover, as it were, because of its obstruct- 
ing vision, i.e. remove the cause of obstruction to the 
vision, so that I, whose reality ts Satya (Satya- 
Brahman), in other words, who am identical with thee, 
may see (the face). The names Pusan etc. are for 
addressing the sun. O solitary Rsi, or seer, because 
of his vision, for he is the soul of the universe and as 
the eye sees everything. Or the word may mean ‘O 
solitary traveller,’ for the Sruti says, ‘The sun roams 
alone’ (Tai. S. VII. Iv. xviii. 1). O Yama (controller), 


1 These verses form the last four verses of the Isavdsya 
Upanisad also. 
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for the control of the whole world is due to thee. 
O Surya, literally, one who efficiently directs the 
liquids, or his rays, or the vital force or intellect of all 
beings. O son of Prajapati or God, who is the Lord 
of all beings, or of Hiranyagarbha. Take away thy 
rays, curb thy brightness, so that I may see thee ; for 
I cannot see thee as thou art, being blinded by thy 
dazzling light, as one cannot see things when it 
lightens. Hence withdraw thy radiance. I wish to 
behold that most benignant form of thine. ‘I wish'' 
should be changed into ‘we wish.’ I myself am that 
person whose limbs are the syllables of the Vyahrtis, 
'Bhür' (earth), ‘Bhuvar’ (sky) and ‘Svar’ (heaven), 
called ‘person’ (Purusa) because of his having the 
form of a man. ‘Ahar’ (day) and ‘Aham’ (I) have 
been mentioned (V. v. 3, 4) as the secret names of the 
being in the sun and the being in the eye respectively 
(who are identical). That is referred to here. And I 
am immortal. The word ‘immortal’ should be thus 
construed. When my body falls—while I am immortal 
and identified with the Satya-Brahman—may my vital 
force in the body return to the external aiv (cosmic 
force). Similarly, may the other deities return to their 
respective sources. And this body too, being reduced 
to ashes, go to the earth! 


Now he is praying to the deity, Fire, who is identi- 
fied with his deliberations and presides over the mind: 
O Fire, who art the syllable ‘Om’—the words ‘Om’ 
and ‘Krato’ are both used here as vocatives—for ‘Om’ 
is his symbol, O Detty of deliberations, being identified 
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with the mind, recollect what is to be recollected, for 
a desirable goal is attained through thy recollection at 
the time of death ; hence I pray to thee: Recollect 
all that I have done. The repetition is expressive of 
earnestness. Also, O Fire, lead us along the good way 
towards our riches, i.e. for receiving the fruits of our 
work ; not along the southern, dark way that leads to 
return, but along the good, bright way. O Lord, thou 
knowest everybody's mental states. Remove all the 
wily evil from us. Freed from it through thy grace, 
we shall go along the northern way. But we are 
unable to serve thee ; we only utter repeated salutations 
to thee. That is to say, we shall serve thee through 
the utterance of salutations, for we are too weak to do 
anything else. 


CHAPTER VI 
SECTION I 


wi Ag d Aga Sea as Few Sea 
earat vata ; aot d Aga staat, SHURI  SIURI 
eqrat wafa, aig a etu a wat gau 


I. Om. He who knows that which is the 
oldest and greatest, becomes the oldest and 
greatest among his relatives. The vital force is 
indeed the oldest and greatest. He who knows 
it to be such becomes the oldest and greatest 
among his relatives as well as among those of 
whom he wants to be such. 

It has been stated that Gayatri is the vital force. 
But why is Gayatri the vital force, and not the organs 
such as that of speech? Because the vital force is 
the oldest and greatest, which the organs are not. 
How is it the oldest and greatest? The present section 
is introduced to settle this point. Or, meditation on 
the vital force alone as the ‘Uktha,’ ‘Yajus,’ 'Saman,' 
"Ksatra,' etc., has been described, although there are 
other things such as the eye. The present section gives 
only the reason, which is its connection with the pre- 
ceding chapter, on account of its immediate sequence. 
But this section is not a part of that chapter. These 


l'The same topic also occurs in the first two sections of 
the fifth chapter of the Chàndogya Upanisad. 
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two chapters being of the nature of a supplement, such 
meditations on the vital force, with specific results of 
their own, as have not been mentioned before, have to 
be described ; this is what the Sruti intends to do. 
He who knows that which is the oldest and’ 
greatest, ie. has the attributes of priority in age and 
greatness—what it is will be presently mentioned— 
surely becomes the oldest and greatest among his 
relatives. The particles ‘ha’ and ‘vai’ are emphatic. 
The pupil, tempted by this mention of the result, 
is eager to put his question, when the teacher says 
to him: The vital force is indeed the oldest and 
greatest. But how is one to know that it is such, since 
at conception all the organs (of the embryo) are equally 
connected with the formative elements contributed by 
the parents? The answer is that nevertheless the seed, 
if lifeless, will not develop ; which means that the vital 
force begins to function earlier than the eye and other 
organs ; hence it is the oldest in age. Besides, the vital 
force goes on fostering the embryo from the moment of 
conception, and it.is only after it (the vital force) has 
begun to function that the eye and other organs begin 
their work. Hence the vital force is legitimately the 
oldest of the organs. But one may be the oldest 
member in a family without being the greatest, be- 
cause of his lack of good qualities ; and the second, or 
the youngest member may be the greatest by reason of 
his superior qualities, but not the oldest. Not so, how- 
ever, with the vital force. It is indeed the oldest and 
greatest. How is it known to be the greatest ? It will 
be shown through the ensuing conversation. In any 
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case, he who knows, or meditates upon, the vital force 
as the oldest and greatest, becomes the oldest and 
greatest among his relatives, by virtue of meditation 
on a thing that is oldest and greatest, as well as among 
those other than his relatives, of whom he wants to be 
the oldest and greatest. The man who meditates upon 
the vital force as the oldest and greatest attains this 
result. It may be questioned how a person can be the 
oldest at will, since it depends on age. But the answer 
is that there is nothing wrong in it, since ‘being the 
oldest’ here means functioning (before the rest) as the 
vital force does. 


area «femi aq gfas emat wafa, ana 
afas; wm: egre wu, eq a act mW, 
aud Ag NR N 


2. He who knows the Vasistha (that which 
best helps to dwell or cover) becomes the Vasistha 
among his relatives. The organ of speech is 
indeed the Vasistha. He who knows it as such 
becomes the Vasistha among his relatives as well 
as among those of whom he wants to be such. 


He who knows the Vasistha becomes the Vasistha 
among his relatives. The result is according to the 
meditation. He also becomes the Vasistha among 
those other than his relatives, of whom he wants to be 
the Vasistha. ‘Then please tell me what this Vasistha 
is.’ The organ of speech is indeed the Vasisthà. The 
derivative meaning of the word is ‘that which helps 
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one to dwell, or covers one splendidly.' For people 
who have the gift of speech become rich and live in 
splendour ; or the word may be derived from the root 
‘Vas,’ meaning ‘to cover,’ for speakers overcome others 
through their eloquence. Hence by realising the organ 
of speech as the Vasisthà one becomes such. The 
result is in accordance with the realisation. 


ae 4 síagt aq síafemfea em, sfafasia 
git; aga sofas, emper (E aa agi aR- 
fasta ; sfafasia aa, ofafaste et a oat ag un 


3. He who knows Pratistha (that which has 
steadiness) lives steadily in difficult as well as 
smooth places and times. The eye indeed is 
Pratistha, for through the eye one lives steadily 
in difficult as well as smooth places and times. 
He who knows it as such lives steadily in difficult 
as well as smooth places and times. 


He who knows Pratistha, that which has the 
attribute of steadiness—lit. that by means of which one 
lives steadily—has this result: He lives steadily in 
smooth places and times, as also im difficult or in- 
accessible places and difficult times such as those of 
famine. ‘If it is so, please tell me what that Pratistha 
is.’ The eye indeed is Pratistha. How? For by 
seeing them through the eye one lives steadily in 
difficult as well as smooth places and times. Hence 
the results are quite appropriate: He who knows it as 
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such lives steadily in difficult as well as smooth places 
and times. 


ae d cag Wa ci erat gaa d at mma; 
sib a «ug, west Ga aad areae; d 
grea Gea vb ard nm a od Az e N 


4. He who knows Sampad (prosperity) 
attains whatever object he desires. The ear 
indeed is Sampad, for all these Vedas are 
acquired when one has the ear (intact). He who 
knows it to be such attains whatever object he 
desires. 

He who knows Sampad, that which has the attri- 
bute of prosperity, gets this result: He attains what- 
ever object he desires. But what is it that has got 
this attribute? The ear indeed is Sampad. How is 
the ear endowed with this attribute? For all Vedas are 
acquired when one has the ear, because only one who 
has the organ of hearing can study them, and objects 
of desire depend on the performance of rites that are 
enjoined by the Vedas. Therefore the ear is possessed 
of prosperity. Hence the result is in accordance with 
the meditation: He who knows it to be such attains 
whatever object he desires. 


MET aad aai eat wafa, suas 
AHA; AA at waaay, saad carat vata, 
emeret Sarat, a TT qu usd 


5. He who knows the abode becomes the 
abode of his relatives as well as of (other) people. 
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The Manas indeed is the abode. He who knows. 
it to be such becomes the abode of his relatives 
as well as of (other) people. 

He who knows the abode becomes the abode of 
his relatives as well as of other people. What is that 
abode? The Manas indeed is the abode of the organs 
and objects. The latter become objects of enjoyment 
for the self only when they get an abode in the Manas ; 
and the organs start and stop their work in accordance 
with the deliberations of the Manas. Hence it is the 
abode of the organs. Therefore the results are accord- 
ing to the meditation: He who knows it to be such 
becomes the abode of his relatives as well as of (other) 


people. 
ae 2 safe aq saad g ana agit; 


w I cud Iar g aaa agra ad Aan È N 

6. He who knows Prajāti (that which has 
the attribute of generation) is enriched with 
children and animals. The seed (organ) has 
this attribute. He who knows it to be such is 
enriched with children and animals. 

He who knows Prajati is enriched. with children 
and animals. The seed has this attribute ; the word 
‘seed’ refers to the organ of generation. The result is 
in keeping with the meditation: He who knows it to 
be such is enriched with children and animals. 


B RR oon smt Ragan sae wT, 
ase, A A fag fa, adana, wena sonra 
ef Tat ord nea | at afas xia uon 
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7. These organs, disputing over their 
respective greatness, went to Brahman and 
said to him, 'Which of us is the Vasistha ?' 
He said, 'That one of you will be the Vasistha, 
who departing from among yourselves, people 
consider this body far more wretched.' 


These organs, that of speech and the rest, dis- 
puting over—lit. giving contradictory accounts of— 
their respective greatness, each claiming that it was 
the greatest, went to Brahman, or Prajapati denoted 
by the word ‘Brahman,’ and said io him, © Which of 
us is the Vasistha,—(best) lives and overcomes others?’ 
He, Brahman, being asked by them, said, ‘That one 
of vou will be the Vasistha, who departing from the 
body from among yourselves, people consider this body 
far more wretched than before’—for the body, being 
an aggregate of many impure things, is wretched even 
while a person is alive ; it will be more so then. This 
is said for creating a feeling of disgust in us. Prajapati, 
although he knew it, did not say, ‘This is the Vasistha,’ 
to avoid offending the rest. 


TAERA; NI HRA MANANA, RIA- 
wna age NAIARA ; d ST amet agat 
arar, stora: MOTT, qaaa, aa: AANT, 
Aat mam, saaan erem, reef ; 
TRT g re uc N 
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8. The organ of speech went out. After 
staying a whole year out it came back and said, 
"How did you manage to live without me?' 
They said, ‘We lived just as dumb people do, 
without speaking through the organ of speech, 
but living through the vital force, seeing through 
the eye, hearing through the ear, knowing 
through the mind and having children through 
the organ of generation.' So the organ of speech 
entered. 


Being thus addressed by Brahman, the organs 
went out one by one to try their power. Of them the 
organ of speech went out of the body first. Then after 
staying a whole year out it came back and said, ‘How 
did you manage to live without me?’ Thus addressed, 
they said, ‘We lived just as in the world dumb people 
do, without speaking through the organ of speech, ibut 
living, doing the vital function, through the vital force, 
seeing, doing the function of vision, through the eye, 
similarly, hearing through the ear, knowing, consider- 
ing what should or should not be done, and so on, 
through the mind and having children through the 
organ of generation.’ Being thus answered by the 
organs, the organ of speech, realising that it was not 
the Vasistha in the body, entered. 


TACUHA ; AAA NAANA, FATA- 
gerd age sf; d Els, amar aqgaa- 
STITT, ATTA: SA, agat ATA, aoaea: MIAN, 


6 r.11] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 875: 


fisici su, — ferar, CaA RR ; 
TAAN g AT: Ue N 


g. The eye went out. After staying a whole 
year out it came back and said, ‘How did you 
manage to live without me?’ They said, ‘We 
lived just as blind people do, without seeing 
through the eye, but living through the vital 
force, speaking through the organ of speech, 
hearing through the ear, knowing through the 
mind and having children through the organ of 
generation.’ So the eye entered. 


Tet RERA , deaacat MANATA, RAR- 
ara age siae ; a erar, aur fau served: 
STAT, TOT: SUI, qued! ATT, QARANT, 
Agi meer, qana waar, aequ ; 
TAAN g MFR I 2o i 


IO. The ear went out. After staying a 
whole year out it came back and said, ‘How 
did you manage to live without me?’ They 
said, “We lived just as deaf people do, without 
hearing through the ear, but living through the. 
vital force, speaking through the organ of 
speech, seeing through the eye, knowing through 
the mind and having children through the organ 
of generation.’ So the ear entered. 


Ral Elina ; acatacat qreamenara, RIR- 
gra aga süfqqiufe ; a Er: sar gear afaaiat 
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TAG, ATTRA: ATTA, Ta TS, GFTN, 
svat: SAT, Ts Yaar, Taasitfecate ; 
IRAT & AA: d t 


II. The mind went out. After staying a 
whole year out it came back and said, ' How 
did you manage to live without me?' They 
said, 'We lived just as idiots do, without know- 
ing through the mind, but living through the 
vital force, speaking through the organ of 
speech, seeing through the eye, hearing through 
the ear and having children through the organ 
of generation.’ So the mind entered. 


Rat Kearns ; acdacat NANANA, RIA- 
qsa Aza sifaghaia ; à gra, uem star AATA- 
aa fenum, Moet: Tota, qued! ATA, TAAA- 
wer, Ward: Ao, lata sere, caasitfarsfe ; 
AAT g Za: d $2 0 


I2. The organ of generation went out. 
After staying a whole year out it came back and 
said, ‘ How did you manage to live without me?’ 
They said, ' We lived just as eunuchs do, with- 
out having children through the organ of genera- 
tion, but living through the vital force, speaking 
through the organ of speech, seeing through the 
eye, hearing throagh the ear and knowing 
through the mind.' So the organ of generation 
entered. 
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Likewise the eye went out, etc. All this is to be 
explained as before. The ear, the mind, the organ of 
generation. 


at E att sere eru qune ede: 
amii , ad Bravardaat ; a gr, 
Mm wma send, 4 d game’ AAIR ; 
«edt 8 afe mpeafa aaf tau 


I3. Then as the vital force was about to go 
out, it uprooted those organs just as a great, 
fine horse from Sind pulls out the pegs to which 
his feet are tied. They said, ‘ Please do not go 
out, sir, we cannot live without you.’ ‘Then 
give me tribute.’ ' All right.’ 


Then as the vital force was about to go out, the 
vocal and other organs were immediately dislodged 
from their places. This is being illustrated by an 
example: It uprooted those organs from their places, 
qust as in life a great, large-sized fine, noble-featured, 
horse from Sind, the place of his origin, simultaneously 
pulls out the pegs to which his feet are tied, when the 
rider mounts on him to test him. They, the organ of 
speech etc., said, ' Please do not go out, sir, for we 
cannot live without you.’ (The vital force said:) ‘If 
you have thus understood my eminence, then, as I 
am the chief here, give me tribute.” This conversation 
among the organs is an imaginary one devised to teach 
how a wise gan should test the greatness of his peers. 
It is thus that a wise man finds out who is the greatest 
among them. That mode of testing is presented in the 
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form of a conversation - for otherwise it is absurd to 
think that each one of the organs, which work together, 
can actually go out by turns for the space of a year, 
and so on. Therefore, only the wise man who wants 
to know, for purposes of meditation, which is the 
greatest of the organs, reasons in this way. The 
organs, when demanded tribute, agreed saying, ‘All 
right.’ 

a E agama, a ae afasrien cd qun 
seftfat ; agr at erfarurfén. et RAA enar: ; 
aat ed gaa cd aaa A, aT AR- 
Jet (en ct agaaa À aa: ; uro ssmfa- 
tha cd aaar ta; ded d fni, fg 
ara ofa; aR faa aa on gina or aTa- 
Jagas, wat ara fa, g al aaa 
arg wafa, aad aftadiag, a waaagqaiead ga, 
efie: wife aaa currere, afgearar- 
afa, waka agaman sara erg teg gf 
NIA ATA I 

14. The organ of speech said, ‘ That attri- 
bute of the Vasistha which I have is yours.’ The 
eye: ‘ That attribute of steadiness which I have 
is yours.’ The ear: ‘That attribute of pros- 
perity which I have is yours.’ The mind: 
‘ That attribute of abode which I have is yours.’ 


The organ of generation: ‘That attribute of 
generation which I have is yours.’ (The vital 
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force said:) ‘Then what will be my food and 
my dress?’ (The organs said:) ‘ Whatever is 
(known as) food, including dogs, worms, insects 
and moths, is your food, and water your dress.’ 
He who knows the food of the vital force to be 
such, never happens to eat anything that is not 
food, or to accept anything that is not food. 
Therefore wise men who are versed in the Vedas 
sip a little water just before and after eating. 
They regard it as removing the nakedness of the 
vital force. 


The organ of speech came forward first to offer 
the tribute and said, ‘That attribute of the Vasistha 
which I have is yours. With that you are the 
Vasistha.’ The eve: ‘That attribute of steadiness 
which I have is yours. You are that steadiness.’ The 
rest is similar. The other organs gave one by one 
their attributes of frosperity, abode and generation. 
{the vital force said:) ‘If it is so, you have hand- 
somely paid me tribute. Now tell me, endowed with 
such attributes that I am, what will be my food and 
my dress?’ The others said, ‘Whatever 1s known in 
the world as food, including dogs, worms, insects and 
moths—whatever is food for dogs etc., and with that 
every food that is eaten by other creatures—is all your 
food,’ We are here enjoined to look upon everything 
as the food of the vital force. 


Some say that he who knows the food of the vital 
force can eat anything with impunity. This is wrong, 
for it-has been forbidden by other scriptures. 
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Objection: May this not be an alternative to 
them?! 

Reply: No, for this is not an injunction in 
favour of promiscuous eating. The passage, 'He never 
happens to eat anything that is not food,' is merely a 
eulogy on the meditation enjoined about regarding 
everything as the food of the vital force, for it should 
be treated as a part of that injunction. It has no 
power to contradict what has been enjoined by other 
scriptures, for it has quite a different meaning (viz. to 
extol the above meditation). What is sought to be 
enjoined here is the idea that everything is the food of 
the vital force, not that one should eat everything. 
Your assumption that the eating of everything is 
alowable is totally false, for there is no authority to 
support it. 


Objection: The man who knows about the food 
of the vital force is identified with the latter, and as 
such everything can be regarded as his food ; hence the 
eating of everything is surely allowable in his case. 

Reply: No, for anything and everything cannot 
be one's food. It is true that this sage is identified 
with the vital force, but he possesses a body through 
which he has attained his knowledge, and the eating 
of every kind of food such as those of worms, insects 
and gods is incongruous with it.? Hence it is meaning- 


1 Meaning that ordinary people must abide by that 
restriction, but he who knows the food of the vital force 
may eat anything. 

2 Nobody can possibly want to eat anything and every- 
thing. 
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less to declare in that connection that the eating of all 
sorts of food is free from blame, for the blame in 
question would never arise. 


Objection : But as identified with the vital force, 
he does eat the food of even worms, insects, etc. 


Reply : True, but there is no scriptural prohibi- 
tion regarding it. So it would be quite in order, like 
the Palasa flower (Butea Frondosa), which is naturally 
red. Hence it would be meaningless to say that he is 
allowed to eat everything as the vital force, for the 
eating of everything would not in that case amount 
to a blame. But the prohibition is with regard to the 
sage in relation to a particular body, and no exception 
has been made in his favour. Therefore he will cer- 
tainly incur blame if he transgresses that prohibition, 
for the passage, ‘He never happens to eat anything 
that is not food,’ has a different meaning. 


Moreover, the meditation on everything as the 
food of the vital force is being enjoined here not for 
the vital force as associated with the body of a Brah- 
mana etc., but for the vital force in general. Just as, 
although everything may be food for the vital force in 
a general way, some kind of food helps to sustain the 
life of certain creatures, as poison does for the worm 
born in it, but it would do palpable harm in the form 
of death etc. to others in spite of its being the food of 
the vital force, similarly, although everything is food 
for the vital force, yet, if it eats forbidden food while 
associated with the body of a Brahmana etc., it will 
certainly incur blame. Therefore it is entirely mis- 


56 
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leading to think that the eating of forbidden food is 
harmless. 

‘And water that is drunk will stand for your 
dress.’ Here too we are enjoined to look upon water 
as the dress of the vital force. It cannot of course be 
used as dress. Therefore the natural act of drinking 
water should be meditated upon as dressing the vital 
force. He who knows the food of the vital force to 
be such—that everything is its food—»never happens to 
eat anything that is not food. Even if he eats some- 
thing that should not be eaten, that too becomes regular 
food, and he is not touched by the blame due to it. 
It is a eulogy on this meditation, as we have said. 
Similarly he never happens fo accept anything that ts 
not food. Even if he accepts something that is for- 
bidden, an elephant, for example, that too becomes the 
kind of food that it is allowable to accept. There too 
he is not touched by the blame of accepting something 
that is unacceptable—which is also said by way of 
eulogy. The result of the meditation, however, is 
identification with the vital force, for what has just 
been stated is not meant to be a result of the medita- 
tion, but simply a eulogy on it. 

Objection : Why should not this itself be the 
result? 

Reply : It cannot, for he who sees the vital force 
as his own self attains identity with it as its result. 
And since he is identified with the vital force, and 
has thus become the self of all, even a forbidden food 
becomes allowable food ; similarly even unacceptable 
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gifts become acceptable. This is a eulogy! on the 
meditation, taking the acts just as they occur in life. 
Hence that passage has not the force of an injunction 
directed to a definite result. 

Since water is the dress of the vital force, there- 
fore wise men, Brahmanas, who are versed in the 
Vedas sip a little water just before and after eating. 
What do they mean by it? This is being stated: They 
regard it as removing the nakedness of the vital force. 
It is a fact that a person giving a dress to another 
thinks that he is removing the nakedness of the latter ; 
and it has already been said that water is the dress of 
the vital force. The passage means that while drinking 
water one should think that one is giving a dress to 
the vital force. 

Objection : But a person sips water just before 
and after meals with the object of purification. If 
that also means removing the nakedness of the vital 
force, the act of sipping would have a double effect. 
But one and the same act of sipping should not have a 
double effect. If it is for purification, it is not for 
dressing the vital force, and vice versa. Under the 
circumstances there should be another sipping of water 
to dress the vital force. 

Reply : No, for it can be explained by the two- 
foldness of the action. These are two separate actions. 
The sipping of water by one before and after eating 
enjoined by the Smrti is for the sake of purification, 
and is simply an act ; there the purification does not 


1 As a matter of fact, such acts are just as much tor- 
bidden for this sage as tor any other person. 
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require any meditation etc. Here we are enjoined to 
look upon the water that forms part of the act of 
sipping as dress for the vital force. But if that is 
done, it will not contradict the purpose of purification 
attaching to the act of sipping, for it will be a different 
act (from meditation). Therefore in the act of sipping 
water before and after eating, we are simply enjoined 
to meditate upon the water as being the dress of the 
vital force. It is an injunction, since it is not known 
from any other source. 


SECTION II 


The connection of the present section beginning 
with, ‘Svetaketu, the grandson of Aruna, came,’ etc., 
with the preceding portion of the book is this: This is 
a supplementary section, and what was left out before 
is now being stated. At the end of the fifth chapter, 
the person who combines rites and meditation is 
begging the fire for a passage: ‘O Fire, lead us along 
the good way,’ etc. Now the Mantra seems to suggest 
that there are many ways, for it has specified ‘the 
good way’; and these ways are the routes by which 
one obtains the results of one’s deeds. It will be said 
later on, ‘Doing which,’ etc. (VI. ii. 2). Naturally 
one may ask how many these routes are. Hence the 
present section is introduced to bring together all the 
different ways of transmigration, to show that they are 
just so many, and that these are the results of one's 
natural actions, as well as of rites combined with 
meditation that are enjoined by the scriptures. 
Although in the passage, “Two classes of Prajapati’s 
sons,’ etc. (I. iii. 1), the natural form of evil has been 
indicated, yet its results have not been particularly 
pointed out. Only the results of rites performed in 
accordance with the scriptures have been shown there 
in the passage concluding with the identification with 
the three kinds of food ; for in commencing the pursuit 
of the knowledge of Brahman, an, aversion to these 
also is considered necessary. Even there it has only 
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been said that mere rites lead to the world of the 
Manes, and meditation as well as rites combined with 
it leads to heaven. It has not been stated which way 
leads to the world of the Manes, and which to heaven. 
That too has to be fully stated in this supplementary 
section, which is therefore being taken up. It is also 
desirable to bring all things together at the conclusion 
of the Upanisad. 


Moreover, it has been said that ‘this much is (the 
means of) immortality’ (IV. v. 15, adapted), and that 
there is no hope of immortality through rites (II. iv. 2 
and IV. v. 3, adapted), But no reason has been given 
for it. For that purpose too the present section is 
introduced. It suggests a reason through implication. 
Because such is the goal of rites, which have nothing 
to do with immortality, therefore this much (i.e. Self- 
knowledge), alone is the means of attaining it. Besides, 
it has been stated elsewhere in the portion dealing with 
the Agnihotra, ‘But certainly you do not know the 
departure of these two oblations, or their route, or 
stay, or enjoyment, or return to this world, or the 
person who is about to depart for the next world’ 
(S. XI. vi. ii. 4). In the answer to them, the effects 
of the oblations have been described in the words, 
"These two oblations, after being offered, depart,’ etc. 
(Ibid. 6-7). These are in reality the results of the 
offering of oblations by the agent, the performer of the 
Agnihotra ; for without being connected with the agent, 
the act of offering oblations cannot be presumed in- 
dependently to produce those effects such as departure, 
since an act produces effects only for the benefit of the 
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agent, and it also depends on certain factors (of which 
the agent is the chief one). The passage in question 
being a eulogy on the Agnihotra, the sixfold effect has 
there been attributed to that. But here all that is 
stated to belong to the agent, for the topic to be 
expounded here is the knowledge of the results of rites ; 
and through that the Sruti wishes to enjoin here the 
meditation on the five fires that are the means of 
getting access to the northern way. Thus the different 
ways of transmigration will all be summed up. This 
is the highest result of rites. Hence with a view to 
showing these two the Sruti introduces the following 


story. 


stage a arena: agra RIZANA ; 
a arama Safe sagt qtanaamny,; aut 
wana, Hay gta; uo AR ela AMNA ; 
agiqaiseata Afa ; arfafa atara i 2 i 


I. Svetaketu, the grandson of Aruna, came 
to the assembly of the Parcalas.' He approached 
Pravahana, the son of Jivala, who was being 
waited on (by his servants). Seeing him the 
King addressed him, ‘Boy !’ He replied, 
‘Yes.’ ' Have you been taught by your father ?’ 
He said, ‘ Yes.’ 

Svelaketu, the grandson of Aruna, after being 
taught by his father, came to the assembly of the 
Paficalas to display his learning. The Pafücalas were 


1 The same topic is also discussed in sections three to ten 
of the fifth chapter of the Chandogya Upanisad. 
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famous (for their learning). With the proud idea of 
conquering first their assembly, and then the royal 
court, he approached Praváhana, the son of Jivala, 
and the King of Paficala, who was being waited on 
by his servants. The particle ‘ha’ refers to a past 
incident, and ‘vai’ indicates certainty. The King 
had already heard of his pride of learning, and 
wished to teach him a lesson. Seeing him, he address- 
ed him as soon as he arrived, ‘Boy!’ The prolonga- 
tion of the accent in the address is expressive of 
censure. Thus addressed, he replied, ‘Yes, sir." 
Though a Ksatriya is not entitled to this form of 
address, he used it in anger. The King said, ‘Have 
you been taught by your father? The other said, 
‘Yes, I have. If you are in doubt, you can ques- 
tion me.’ 


qa ata: sar pred: fasfaqaeare fa; 
afa Gara; Feat gud AR qaoque ca; 
ata Satara ; doit gare? ate ud agh: qa: qu: 
miim d afa daa ; Feet afavar- 
— M yc year agena — 
ei ea Aaa, edt Euren qr qu: gf 
qa, garea qr—Qqepeqr Bani qr qani 
Ruaa, Raai are aff a arida: sera— 
8 rft oer fim- 
RÈ garaga euisrH , 


! The word 'Bhoh' (sir) is used in addressing a Brahmana 
teacher. 
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emm oaf, 
agat fai mai ay gia. 
angaa THaa Afà etara | 2 II 


2. ' Do you know how these people diverge 
after death?’ ‘No,’ said he. ‘Do you know 
how they return to this world?’ ‘No,’ said he. 
‘Do you know how the other world is never 
filled by so many people dying thus again and 
again?’ ‘No,’ said he. ‘Do you know after 
how many oblations are offered water (the liquid 
offerings) rises up possessed of a human voice 
(or under the name of man) and speaks?’ ‘No,’ 
said he. ‘ Do you know the means of access to 
the way of the gods, or that to the way of the 
Manes—doing which people attain either the way 
of the gods or the way of the Manes? We have 
heard the words of the Mantra: ‘‘ I have heard 
of two routes for men, leading to the Manes and 
the gods. Going along them all this is united. 
They lie between the father and the mother 
(earth and heaven).'"' He said, ‘I know not 
one of them.’ 

‘Well then, do you know how these familiar 
people diverge after death ? The prolongation of the 
final accent in the verb suggests deliberation. ‘While 
going along the same route they come to a point where 
the roads split; some take the one, and some the 
other ; this is the divergence. Do you know how 
these people are divided?’—this is the idea. ‘No,’ 


LR X. Ixxxviii. 15. 
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said the other. ‘Then do you know how they return 
to this world?’ ‘No,’ said Svetaketu. “Do you know 
how the other world is never filled by so many people 
dying thus, in the familiar way, again and again ?' 
‘No,’ said he. ‘Do you know after how many 
oblations are offered water nses up, appears perfectly, 
possessed of a human voice (or under the name of 
man) and speaks ?' This happens when it takes a 
human form. ‘No,’ said he. ‘Very well. But do 
you know the means of access to the way of the gods, 
or that to the way of the Manes—in other words, the 
kind of (ritualistic) work doing which people attain 
either the way of the gods or the way of the Manes?’ 
The latter part of the sentence explains the word 
‘Pratipad’ (means of. access). That is to say, do you 
know the means of attaining the two worlds? 

‘We have heard the words of the Mantra that 
express this sense.’ That is, there is a Mantra too 
expressing this idea. What is that Mantra? It is this: 
I have heard of two routes. One of them leads to the 
Manes, is connected with the world of the Manes ; that 
is, one attains the world of the Manes through that 
way.—Ihe word ‘Aham’ (I) agrees with the verb 
'A$rnavam' (have heard), which is separated by the 
word ‘Pitrnam.’—And another is related to the gods; 
it leads to the gods. Who go by those two routes to 
the Manes and the gods? This is being answered: For, 
or relating to, men. That is, men only go by those 
routes. Going along those two routes all this! ts 


1The universe as means and end. The routes connect 
this world with the next world, and departed spirits travel 
along them to their destination. 
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united ; and those two routes le between the father 
and the mother. Who are they? The two halves of 
the shell of the universe consisting of heaven and earth. 
The Brahmana gives the following explanation of the 
‘words: ‘This (earth) is the mother, and that (heaven) is 
the father’ (S. XIII. ii. ix. 7 ; Tai. B. III. viii. ix. r). 
These two routes are within the two halves of the 
universe and hence belong to the relative world. They 
cannot lead to absolute immortality. Svetaketu said, 
‘I know not one of this set of questions.’ 


ad qacqaexatam ; aatger Wed mum 
waa; a ania fia; d Qaa, ela m 
faa at varqguafgemata rf; sat gaa gf. 
qa HIS oaae gna, adt sie VA ; 
man a Kf; xn afer og IARAA i 3 II 


3) Then the King invited him to stay. The 
boy, disregarding the invitation to stay, hurried 
away. He came to his father and said to him, 
‘Well, did you not tell me before that you had 
(fully) instructed me?’ ‘How (did you get 
hurt), my sagacious child?’ ‘ That wretch of a 
Ksatriya asked me five questions, and I knew 
not one of them.’ ‘ Which ate they?’ ‘ These,’ 
and he quoted their first words. 


: Then, after he had removed his pride of learning, 
the King invited him, Svetaketu, who is being dis- 
cussed, to stay, saying, ‘Please stay here. Let water 
be brought for washing your feet, and the customary 
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offering to respected guests be made.’ The boy, 
Svetaketu, disregarding the invitation to stay, hurried 
away to his father. He came to his father and said 
to him, ‘Well, did you not tell me before, at the time 
of my finishing the study, that you had instructed me 
in every branch of learning?’ Hearing the reproachful 
words of his son, the father said, ‘How did you get 
hurt, i.e. come by your grief, my sagacious child?’ 
He said, ‘Listen what happened to me. That wretch 
of a Ksatriya—lit. an associate of the Ksatriyas ; a 
term of reproach—asked me five questions, and I knew 
not one of them. ‘Which are they—those questions 
asked by the King?’ inquired the father. To which 
the son replied, ‘These,’ and he quoted the first words 
of those questions. 


Hp gata, an axi ata mAN an wed 
faa qr adad qaem; Hf g aa sten 
sgal aceara KÍd ; ware raka; Ep GTSHITH 
MAR AT IMENE HASTE , ASAT MEANEN- 
AMARITUARL, WT ETCHT ACT ART; A HAS, 
SC ara waar qur ef ue di 


4. The father said, ' My child, believe me, 
whatever I knew I told you every bit of it. But 
come, let us go there and live as students.’ ‘You 
go alone, please.' At this Gautama came to 
where King Pravahana, the son of Jivala, was 
giving audience. The King gave him a seat, 
had water brought for him, and made him the 
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reverential offering. Then he said, ‘We will 
give revered Gautama, a boon.’ 


The father, to soothe his angry child, said, “My 
child, believe me, whatever of meditations I knew, I 
told you every bit of it. Who is dearer to me than 
you, for whom I would withhold anything? I too do 
not know what the King asked about. Therefore come, 
let us go there and live as students with the King, to 
learn it.’ The boy said, ‘You go alone, please, I do 
not care to see his face.’ At this Gautama, i.e. Aruni, 
who was descended from the line of Gotama, came to 
where King Pravahana, the son of Jivala, was holding 
a sitting, or giving audience. Or the genitive case in 
the two words in the text (denoting the King’s name) 
should be changed into the nominative. The King 
gave him a respectable seat, had water brought for 
him, his guest Gautama, through servants, and made 
him the reverential offering (Arghya) through his 
priest, as also the Madhuparka' with sacred texts 
uttered. Having thus worshipped him, he said to him, 
‘We will give to revered Gautama a boon,’ consisting 
of cows, horses, etc. 


a gare, taeda a uu qu, at g muera 
manae A Er Us n 


. Aruni said, ‘ You have promised me this 
boon. Please tell me what you spoke to my boy 
about.’ 


1 An offering consisting of honey, curds, ete. 
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Gautama said, 'You have promised me this boon. 
Make yourself firm in this promise. Please tell me 
what you spoke to my boy, or son, about—those 
questions. This is my boon.’ 


a gata, dg * le agty, manmi 
sa usu 


6. The King said, ‘This comes under 
heavenly boons, Gautama. Please ask some 
human boon.’ 


The King said, 'This, what you ask, comes wnder 
heavenly boons. Please ask some human boon.’ 


a fara, Raad eee Ruaan Mevarat 
arat cercrat oftarten, ar ct aag AALAN- 
qian dap daa AAT 
aft, stead warafafa ; arn eed qd squfe, 
a CATH faTH | 9 | 


7. Aruni said, ' You know that I already 
have gold, cattle and horses, maid-servants, 
retinue, and dress. Be not ungenerous towards 
me alone regarding this plentiful, infinite and 
inexhaustible (wealth).’ ' Then you must seek it 
according to form, Gautama.’ ‘I approach you 
(as a student).’ The ancients used to approach 
a teacher simply through declaration. Aruni 
lived as a student by merely POSURE that he 
was at his service. 
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Gautama said, ‘You too know that I have them. 
So the human boon that you propose to give me will 
do me no good. Because I too already have plenty 
of gold, cattle and horses, maid-servants, retinue, and 
dress.’ The words ‘Apattam asti’ (there is attainment) 
should be connected with all the terms. ‘And what I 
already have, neither I should ask of you, nor you 
should give me. You have promised me a boon. You 
alone know what is proper under the circumstances— 
that you should keep your promise. I have also 
another thing on my mind: Having been generous 
everywhere, be mot ungenerous, stingy, towards me 
alone regarding this wealth—plentiful, infinite, i.e. pro- 
ducing such results, and inexhaustible, i.e. reaching 
down to one's sons and grandsons. You should not 
deny such wealth to me alone. You will not deny it 
to anybody else.’ Thus addressed, the King said, 
‘Then you must seek to have this learning according 
to form, that prescribed by the scriptures.’ At this 
Gautama said, ‘I approach you as a student.’ The 
ancients—Brahmanas seeking instruction from Ksatri- 
yas or Vaisyas, or Ksatriyas seeking it from Vaisyas, 
as a matter of necessity—used to approach a teacher 
simply through declaration, not by actually approach- 
ing his feet or serving him. Hence Gautama lived as 
a student by merely announcing that he was at his 
service, without actually approaching the King’s feet. 


€a lara, an aed dian arama I 
Aang ae, wd fea: qd a «fms so 
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LÀ m. . 
sata; dicqi quei qeu, wr fe cde ser 
nefe cenearafrfa t e 11 
8. The King said: Please do not take 
offence with us, Gautama, as your paternal 
grandfathers did not (with ours). Before this, 
this learning never rested with a Brahmana. But 
I shall teach it to you; for who can refuse you 
when you speak like this? 


When Gautama thus declared his preference for 
this unavoidable humiliation to ignorance, the King, 
thinking that he was hurt, said begging his pardon: 
Please do not take offence with us, Gautama, as your 
paternal grandfathers did not with ours. That is to 
say, you should observe that attitude of your grand- 
fathers towards us. Know that before this transmis- 
sion to you, this learning that you have asked for 
never rested with a Brahmana. It has all along come 
down through a line of Ksatriya teachers. I too 
should, if possible, maintain that tradition. Hence I 
said, ‘This comes under heavenly boons, Gautama. 
Please ask some human boon’ (VI. ii. 6). But it 
cannot be maintained any more, for your boon cannot 
be withheld. J shall teach even this learning to you ; 
for who else even can refuse you when you speak like 
this? Then why should I not teach it to you? 


weil d SAs; aeara oe afta, 
wart ue, Gu fasüsgmr, ener 
Rire fer: ; anann Rar, sat w, 
AN wget qhit aa aaale | e n 


6.2.9] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD 897 


9. That world (heaven), O Gaytama, is fire, 
the sun is its fuel, the rays its smoke, the day its 
flame, the four quarters its cinder, and the inter- 
mediate quarters its sparks. In this fire the gods 
offer faith (liquid oblations in subtle form). Out 
of that offering King Moon is born (a body is 
made in the moon for the sacrificer). 


‘That world, O Gautama, is fire, etc. The 
fourth question is being answered first. The order. of 
the question is broken, because on the solution of this 
question depends that of the others. That world, 
heaven, O Gautama, is fire. We are enjoined to look 
upon heaven, which is not fire, as fire, as in the case 
of man and woman later on. Of that fire, heaven, the 
sun 1s the fuel, because of the kindling, for heaven is 
illumined by the sun. The rays tts smoke, because of 
the similarity of rising from the fuel, for the rays 
emanate from the sun, and smoke, as we know, comes 
out of the fuel. The day its flame, because both are 
bright. The four quarters iis cinder, because both 
represent a pacified state.! The intermediate quarters 
its sparks, because they are scattered like sparks. In 
this five of heaven, possessed of such attributes, the 
gods, Indra etc., offer faith as an oblation. Out of that 
offering King Moon, King of the Manes and Brah- 
manas, 1s born. 


Now who are the gods, how do they offer obla- 
tions, and what is this oblation called faith? We have 
just touched on this point elsewhere in our introductory 


1 Space, like cinder, has no heat or lustre. 


57 
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remarks on thig section (p. 886). In order to ascertain 
the six things referred to by the words, 'But certainly 
you do not know the departure of these two oblations,’ 
etc., certain things have been stated in the portion 
dealing with the Agnihotra. These are some of the 
statements: ‘These two oblations of the Agnihotra, 
after being offered, depart. They enter the sky, of 
which they make an Ahavaniya fire,’ with air as its 
fuel, and the sun's rays its white oblation. They offer 
libations to the sky and depart from there. They enter 
heaven, of which they make an Ahavaniya fire, with 
the sun as its fuel,’ and so on (S. XI. vi. ii. 6-7). Of 
course these oblations of the Agnihotra depart together 
with their accessories. "Whatever accessories they are 
known to possess here, such as the Ahavaniya fire, fuel, 
smoke, cinder, sparks and the articles of oblation, they 
take along with them as they leave this world for 
heaven. There, although everything is in an un- 
differentiated state during the dissolution of the world, 
those ingredients retain their separate existence in an 
extremely subtle form—the fire remaining as fire, the 
fuel as fuel, the smoke as smoke, the cinder as cinder, 
the sparks as sparks and the articles of oblation as 
articles of oblation such as milk. That ceremony of 
the Agnihotra with its accessories, which never ceases 
to exist, but remains in a subtle form known as the 
Apürva,? reappears in its old form at the time of 
manifestation, by making use of the sky etc. as the 


! The chief of the three Vedic sacrificial fires which the 
upper three castes are regularly required to tend. The 
oblations to the gods are offered in it. 

2 See footnote on p. 387. 
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Ahavaniya fire and so on as before. The ceremony of 
the Agnihotra is like that even to-day. 


Thus the nature of those six things beginning with 
the departure of the oblations and ending with the 
departure of the sacrificer for the next world, has been 
ascertained earlier in the Satapatha Brahmana, in the 
portion dealing with rites, and it has been stated that 
it is with a view to eulogising those two oblations 
of the Agnihotra that the whole universe has been 
described as being the development of the Apürva of 
those oblations. But here the object is to describe the 
results of the sactificer's rites and to enjoin meditation 
on the five fires beginning with the fire of heaven, as 
a means to attaining the northern way, in order that 
he may enjoy the results of specific rites ; hence the 
meditation on heaven as fire etc. is introduced. It 
should be noted that those forms of the vital force in 
the body that serve as priests in the Agnihotra here, 
become Indra etc. on attaining their form relating to 
-the gods, and they serve as priests there, offering obla- 
tions in the fire of heaven. They (as a part of the 
sacrificer) performed the Agnihotra here with a view to 
attaining its results, and it is they who, at the time of 
reaping the results, also become priests in different 
places in the next world, assuming suitable forms, and 
being called by the name of gods. The liquid sub- 
stances too, which, forming a part of the Agnihotra 
ceremony, are here poured into the Ahavaniya fire and 
are devoured by it, assume an invisible, subtle form 
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and accompany the agent, the sacrificer, to the other 
world, going through smoke etc. first to the sky and 
thence to heaven. When those subtle liquid substances 
—which are the effects of the act of offering. form a 
part of the Agnihotra, and are known as ‘faith’—enter 
heaven with the agent, to construct a new body for 
him in the lunar sphere, they are said to be offered as 
oblations. Entering heaven, they produce a body for 
the agent in the lunar sphere. This is referred to in 
the passage: The gods offer faith. Out of that offer- 
ing King Moon is born ; for the Sruti says, ‘Faith is 
water’ (Tai. S. I. vi. viii. i). 


The question was, 'Do you know after how many 
oblations are offered water rises up possessed of a 
human voice and speaks?’ (par. 2). In order to 
answer it, the statement has been made: “That world 
is fire.' Therefore it is clear that the liquid substances 
which form a part of the sacrifice and produce the body 
of the agent are designated as 'faith.' 'Water' only is 
mentioned as rising up possessed of a human voice, on 
account of the preponderance of liquid elements in the: 
body, not that the other four elements are absent in it. 
The formation of the body is due to the performance 
of the Agnihotra, and liquid substances are a part of 
it. Hence water (as typifying liquids) is the most 
important factor in the formation of the body. This 
is another reason why it is spoken of as ‘rising up 
possessed of a human voice,’ for everywhere it is the 
sacrificer who has a rebirth. So, although in the 
portion dealing with the Agnihotra the six things such 


6.2.10] BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD gor 


as the departure of the two oblations have been men- 
tioned so as to glorify the oblations of the Agnihotra 
alone, yet all Vedic rites such as the Agnihotra are 
meant ; for after introducing rites with five factors, 
which are connected with the wife and fire, it has been 
said, ‘The world of the Manes (is to be won) through 
rites’ (I. v. 16.). It will also be stated later on, ‘While 
those who conquer the worlds through sacrifices, charity 
and austerity,’ etc. (par. 16). 


qsiedt at sra iau; ae dacaz aq afte, 
mart gar, aaf, angr, erga ieg- 
fer: ; ahaa feat qur AIA Weta ge ; 
geal agaa sie: esa ti 2o N 


IO. Parjanya (the god of rain), O Gautama, 
is fire, the year is its fuel, the clouds its smoke, 
lightning its flame, thunder its cinder, and the 
rumblings its sparks. In this fire the gods 
offer King Moon. Out of that offering rain is 
produced. 


Parjanya, O Gautama, is fire, the second recep- 
tacle of the two oblations in the order of their return. 
Parjanya is a god identifying himself with the materials 
of rain. The year is its fuel, for this fire of Parjanya 
is kindled by that as it revolves with its parts commenc- 
ing with autumn and ending with summer. The clouds 
sts smoke, being produced from smoke, or because of 
its cloudy appearance.  Lighining tts flame, since 


902 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [6.2.10 


both are luminous. Thunder tts cinder, because both 
represent a pacified state and are hard. The rumblings 
of the clouds its sparks, because both scatter and are 
numerous. In this receptacle of the two oblations the 
gods, those very priests mentioned above, offer King 
Moon, who was produced out of the offering of ‘faith’ 
in the fire of heaven ; he is offered in the second fire, 
that of Parjanya, and out of that offering of the moon 
rain is produced. 


ant d Antsan ; IET gita aa, 
ania, URS: aa ergrer, aaa Aeg- 
FT: ; dfaafernt Bur afè ge; aer 
argent ota Tata Ut 3 uu 


II. This world, O Gautama, is fire, the 
earth is its fuel, fire its smoke, the night its 
flame, the moon its cinder, and the stars its 
sparks. In this fire the gods offer rain. Out of 
that offering food is produced. 


This world, O Gautama, is fire. ‘This world’ 
means the abode where all creatures are born and 
experience the results of their past work, and which 
consists of action, its factors and its results ; it is the 
third fire. The earth is the fuel of that fire, for this 
world! is kindled by the earth, which is provided with 
numerous materials for the enjoyment of living beings. 


1 "This world’ and ‘the earth’ stand to each other in 
the relation of a person and his body. 
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Fire its smoke, for both rise from their abode, earth ; 
because fire is produced out of the fuel, which pre- 
ponderates in earth, and smoke too arises from the 
same source. The night its flame, because both 
originate from the contact of fuel. As a flame is 
produced by the contact of fuel with fire, so is the 
night by the contact of the fuel of the earth, for the 
earth’s shadow is called the darkness of night.! The 
moon its cinder, both being produced from flames ; for 
cinder is produced from flames, and so is the moon in 
the night ; or because both represent a pacified state. 
The stars its sparks, because both scatter. In this, etc. 
—to be explained as before—(tne gods) offer rain. Out 
of that offering food is produced, for it is well-known 
fact that food such as rice and barley is produced from 
rain. 


Gaudi at enin, der crea alert, s 
qu, qurfar, agree, sits feepfegr ; afèm- 
aferant Bur at xw. aen aga tW 
easfit i RR I 


12. Man, O Gautama, is fire, the open 
mouth is its fuel, the vital force its smoke, 
speech its flame, the eye its cinder, and the ear 
its sparks. In.this fire the gods offer food. Out 
of that offering the seed is produced. 


Man, O Gautama, is fire. The familiar human 


1 Which is caused by a part of the earth obstructing the 
sun’s rays. 
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being with a head, hands, etc., is the fourth fire. The 
open mouth is its fuel, for through it a man is kindled 
(shines) in speech, study of the Vedas, etc., as fire is 
with fuel. The vital force its smoke, both rising from 
the same source, for the vital force rises from the 
mouth. Speech or the word its flame, for both reveal. 
A flame reveals things, and speech or the word signifies 
its object. The eye its cinder, because both represent 
a pacified state, or are the sources of light. The ear 
its sparks, owing to the similarity of scattering. In 
this fire (the gods) offer food. One may say, we do 
not see any gods here offering food. The answer is, 
that is no objection, for the forms of the vital force can 
be taken as gods. With reference to the deities, Indra 
and others are the gods; in the body the same are the 
forms of the vital force and they put food into a man. 
Out of that offering the seed ts produced, for it is the 
outcome of food. 


ait wr Aan, deut sey dH afra, 
AmA ga, aff, aga: mra asgrer, 
aiaa egege, adakan tar A 
Sela; ar aga ga: daa; a MaR 
aasia, ser agr AAA ti 23 ul 


13. Woman, O Gautama, is fire. In this 
fire the gods offer the seed. Out of that offering 
.à man is born. He lives as long as he is destined 
to live. Then, when he dies— 

Woman, O Gautama, is fire, the fifth one to serve 
as the receptacle of the sacrifice. In that fire the gods 
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offer the seed. Out of that offering a man ts ‘born. 
Thus water (liquids), designated as ‘ faith,’ being 
successively offered in the fires of heaven, rain-god, 
this world, man and woman, in the increasingly grosser 
forms of faith, moon, rain, food and seed respectively, 
produce what we call man. The fourth question, ‘ Do 
you know after how many oblations are offered water 
rises up possessed of a human voice and speaks?’ 
(par. 2), has been thus answered, viz. that when the 
fifth oblation is offered in the fire of woman, water, 
transformed into the seed, becomes possessed of a 
human voice. He, that man, born in this order, lives. 
How long? As long as he is destined to live, i.e. as 
long as the resultant of his past work, which makes 
him stay in this body, lasts. Then, on the exhaustion 
of that, when he dies— 


aana ec; aerae, afaca- 
faq, ent qa, ficis, aga agar, fregfogr 
Rrerfegr, andanan Gar get spe. 
ACI Age Far requi: eate i Ve 1 


I4. They carry him to be offered in the fire. 
The fire becomes his fire, the fuel his fuel, the 
smoke his smoke, the flame his flame, the cinder 
his cinder, and the sparks his sparks. In this 
fire the gods offer the man. Out of that offering 
the man emerges radiant. 


Then the priests carry him, the dead man, £o be 
offered in the fire. The well-known fire becomes his 
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fire, the receptacle for the sacrifice in which he himself 
is to be tlie oblation ; no new fire is to be imagined. 
The tamiliar fuel his fuel, the smoke his smoke, the 
flame his flame, ihe cinder his cinder, and the sparks 
his sparks. All these familiar objects are meant. In 
this fire the gods offer the man as the last oblation. 
Out of that offering the man emerges radiant, exceed- 
ingly bright, having been purified by all the rites per- 
formed from conception to .the funeral ceremony. 


a a aaqaatag:, I emi sco stat uem 
aa, asfachiaaatta, afadise:, ag agin- 
quu, spanner ufu; 
mea A, üastenrfgemn, erfpenüg- 
at, MAJN AME TA SEARA, nau ; 
d dg samhkg qar: qea quid, asi a gacr- 
gRr: nts 


15. Those who know this as such, and those 
others who meditate with faith upon the Satya- 
Brahman in the forest, reach the deity identified 
with the flame, from him the deity of the day, 
from him the deity of the fortnight in which the 
moon waxes, from him the deities of the six 
months in which the sun travels northward, from 
them the deity identified with the world of the 
gods, from him the sun, and from the sun the 
deity of lightning. (Then) a being created from 
the mind (of Hiranyagarbha) comes and conducts 
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them to the worlds of Hiranyagarbha. They 
attain perfection and live in those worlds of 
Hiranyagarbha for a great many superfine years. 
They no more return to this world. 


Now in order to answer the first question it is 
being stated: Those who know this meditation on the 
five fires as such, as described above—the word 'such' 
refers to the five fires described in terms of fire, fuel, 
smoke, flame, cinder, sparks, faith (liquid offerings), 
etc., so the meaning is—those who know these five 
fires as above. 


Objection: Is not this meditation the same as 
that on the two oblations of the Agnihotra? For there, 
in the course of the discussion on the six things such 
as the departure of the two oblations, it has been 
stated, ‘They make heaven itself the Ahavaniya fire,” 
etc. Here too there are many points of similarity, as. 
for example the other world is fire, the sun is the fuel, 
and so on. Therefore this meditation is just a part 
of that. 


Reply: No, because this is an answer to the 
question, ‘After how many oblations are offered,’ etc. 
So the word ‘such’ must refer to that much only which. 
is covered by the answer to this question. Otherwise 
the question would be useless. Now, since the number 
of the fires is already known,’ the fires themselves are 
to be described here. 

Objection: Suppose we say that the fires and so 
forth are known, but are merely repeated here. 


1 In the portion dealing with the Agnuihotra. 
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Reply: In that case, they must be repeated as 
they occur there, not in such terms as, 'That world 
is fire.’? ) 


Objection: The mention of heaven etc. is sug- 
gestive of the remaining items. 


Reply: Even then the first and last items should 
be quoted to suggest the rest. Another Sruti bears out 
our contention. In a section of the Chàndogya Upa- 
nisad treating of the same subject there are the words, 
‘Those who know the five fires,’ (V. x. ro), which 
shows that the number of the fires is fixed as five. 
Therefore this meditation on the five fires cannot be a 
part of the Agnihotra.? . The similarity as regards the 
fire, fuel, etc., to which you referred is, as we have 
said, only for the sake of extolling the Agnihotra. 
Therefore a mere knowledge of the six things such as 
the departure of the oblations will not lead to the attain- 
ment of the deities of the flame etc., for this has been 
enjoined through a knowledge of the five fires that are 
being discussed, as is evident from the use of the word 
'such' in the text. 

But who are 'those who know this as such'? 
The householders,* of course. One may object: Is 
it not the purpose of the Sruti to enjoin that they by 


l'There are discrepancies. The sky, for instance, is 
omitted, and so on. 

2 Because in‘ that case the fire in which the first offerings 
are made would begin the series, thus making the number 
six. 

3 Representing the second of the four orders of life. The 
Other three orders are represented by students (who come 
first), hermits and monks. 
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means of sacrifices etc. are to attain the southern way 
characterised by the deity of smoke and so on? The 
answer is: Not so; for there may be householders 
not knowing the five fires for whom sacrifices etc. are 
enjoined as means. Besides, the hermit and the monk 
have been indirectly mentioned, for they are connected 
with the forest ; and the meditation on the five fires is 
connected with rites that only a householder can per- 
form. Hence students also are meant by the 
words, ‘Who know this as such.’ They enter the 
northern way, as we know on the authority of the 
Smrti, ‘Eighty-eight thousand sages who led a celibate 
life attained (relative) immortality through the northern 
route of the sun’ (cf. Vis. II. viii. 92, 94). Therefore 
those householders who know as above, that they are 
born of fire, are children of fire—who know that they 
have been born out of a number of fires in this order, 
and are but another form of fire, and those others who 
meditate with—not upon—faith upon the Satya- 
Brahman,’ or Hiranyagarbha, in the forest, in other 
words, the hermits and monks who constantly live in 
the forest, all reach the deity identified with the flame. 


As long as the householders do not know either 
the meditation on the five fires or the Satya-Brahman, 
they are born from the fire of woman when the fifth 
oblation beginning with that of faith (the liquids) has 
been offered in order, and again perform rites like the 
Agnihotra, with a view to attaining the other world. 
Through those rites they again go to the world of the 
Manes, passing in order the deity of smoke etc., and 


1 See V. iv. 1 and V. v. 1-2. 


910 BRHADARANYAKA UPANISAD [6.2.15 


again return, passing in order the rain-god and so 
forth. Then they are again born of the fire of woman, 
again perform rites, and so on, thus rotating constantly 
like a Persian wheel! by their comings and goings 
between this world and the next. But when they 
know the meditation on the five fires, they are freed 
from this rotation and reach the flame. The ‘flame’ 
here does mot mean a tongue of fire, but the deity 
identified with the flame and called by that name, who 
is stationed in the northern route. They reach him, 
for monks have no direct relation to the flame. Hence 
the word means the deity of that name. From him 
the deity of the day. Since there can be no restriction 
with regard to the time of death, the word ‘day’ also 
means the deity of the day. Death occurs as soon as 
the term of life is over ; one cannot make the rule that 
a knower of this meditation must die at daytime ; so 
the day cannot be fixed as such time. Nor do those 
who die at night wait for the day, for another Sruti 
says, ‘He reaches the sun as quickly as the glance of 
the mind’ (Ch. VIII. vi. 5). 


From him the fortnight in which the moon waxes: 
That is, being conducted by the deity of the day, they 
reach the deity of the bright fortnight. From him, 
being conducted by the deity of the bright fortnight, 
they reach the six months in which the sun travels 
northward. The plural in the word ‘months’ indicates 


1 Ghatiyantra, a contrivance for drawing water from a 
well, in which a series of bowls are fixed to an endless chain 
which, when pulled, makes each bowl come up filled with 
‘water and get emptied at the top. 
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that a group of six deities identified with the northward 
journey of the sun is meant. From them the world of 
the gods: Being conducted by this group of deities, 
they reach the deity identified with the world of the 
gods. From him they reach the sun, and from the 
sun the deity of, or identified with, lightning. As they 
reach the deity of lightning, a being created from the 
mind of Hiranyagarbha, a denizen of his world, comes 
and conducis them to the worlds of Hiranyagarbha. 
The plural in the word ‘worlds’ indicates that there are 
higher and lower planes in that world, which is possible, 
as there may be differences of grade in meditations. 
Being conducted there by that being, they attain 
perfection and live in those worlds of Hiranyagarbha 
for a great many superfine years, i.e. many human 
cycles, which constitute the lifetime of Hiranyagarbha.! 
They, after reaching the world of Hiranyagarbha, no 
more retuyn to this world, for the word ‘here’ occurs 
in the Madhyandina recension. 

Objection: The word ‘here’ just indicates a type, 
meaning this and similar worlds, as in the passage, 
‘The full-moon sacrifice should be performed on the 
next day.’ 

Reply: No, for then the qualifying word ‘here’ 
would be redundant. That is to say, if they did not 
return at all, the use of the word ‘here’ would be 
meaningless. In the passage cited, the fact that the 
sacrifice hag to be performed on the next day would 
not be known, were it not mentioned; so the specifica- 


! A human cycle or Kalpa consists of 432 million years 
and constitutes a day of Hiranyagarbha. He lives a hun- 
dred years according to this scale. 
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tion is all right. The term 'next day' has not been 
used there superfluously, on the ground (adduced by 
you) that it represents a type.! Only where the 
relevancy of a qualifying word is not to be found after 
investigation, is it proper to discard it as redundant ; 
but not where the significance of the word is patent. 
Therefore we understand that they return after the 
lapse of the present cycle. 


ser qus qnia quem erue d anfa- 
daala, GATAN, XTSCRTHIUUTRIT, aaea- 
anaras araa Aiea ufa, aAa: fàg- 
ora, fugenempexq d sex ma nafa, 
aaa Sur an aid csttanraacaraaeata, 
qaii meer; Sub wr aeiia- 
T TTA, MANER ; arata fen, ap: 
gda; a gà numi afr, & ga: core 
gard, aat dort sme ee Tercera: ; 
quWqrgdRsded:; sero oudi quart a fg 
eta: qegr Ri qenqew nin afe fei 
TAIN |! 

16. While those d conquer the worlds 
through sacrifices, charity and austerity, reach 


the deity of smoke, from him the deity of 
the night, from him the deity of the fort- 


! Meaning, any day. The question is, the Cáturmásya 
sacrifice being performed on the full dmoon day, when is the 
full-moon sacrifice to be performed? The Sruti decides it by’ 
saying tbat it should be performed on the next day. This 
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night in which the moon wanes, from him the 
deities of the six months in which the sun travels 
southward, from them the deity of the world of 
the Manes, and from him the moon. Reaching 
the moon they become food. There the gods 
enjoy them as the priests drink the shining Soma 
juice (gradually, saying, as it were), ' Flourish, 
dwindle.’ And when their past work is exhaust- 
ed, they reach (become like) this ether, from the 
ether air, from air rain, and from rain the earth. 
Reaching the earth they become food. Then 
they are again offered in the fire of man, thence 
in the fire of woman, whence they are born (and 
perform rites) with a view to going to other 
worlds. Thus do they rotate. While those 
others who do not know these two ways become 
insects and moths, and these frequently biting 
things (gnats and mosquitoes). 


While those who do not know as above, who, 
knowing only the six things such as the departure 
of the two oblations connected with the Agnihotra, 
are mere ritualists,. who conquer the worlds—the plural 
in ‘worlds’ suggests here also varieties of results — 
through sacrifices such as the Agnihotra, charity, the 
distribution of gifts among beggars outside the altar, 


applies to all cases. Hence the term ‘next day,’ assuming 
that it represents a type, demarcates that particular day from 
all other days, and is therefore not superfluous. Similarly 
the word 'here' is significant, meaning that they return in 
another cycle. 


58 
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and austerity such as Krcchra and Candrayana! with- 
ont initiation etc. —also outside the altar—veach smoke. 
Here too, as in the northern route, the words ‘smoke’ 
etc. refer to deities. That is, they reach the deity of 
smoke. Here also the deities are conductors, as before. 
From him the deity of the night, from him the deity of 
the fortnight in which the moon wanes, from him 
the deities of the six months in which the sun travels 
southward, from them the deity of the world of the 
Manes, and from him the moon. Reaching the moon 
they become food. There the gods enjoy them, these 
ritualists who reaching the moon have become food, 
as masters do their servants—as the priests here drink 
in sacrifices the shining Soma juice (saying, as it were), 
‘Flourish, dwindle.’ The words ‘flourish, dwindle’ are 
not a sacred formula, but simply mean that priests 
frequently cheer up the Soma juice that is in the bowl, 
and gradually finish it by drinking—in other words, 
they drink it at intervals (not all at once). Similarly 
the gods too enjoy the ritualists who have got new 
bodies in the moon and have become the materials of 
their luxury, giving them frequent intervals of rest by 
rewarding them according to their past work. That is 
cheering them like cheering the Soma juice. And 
when their past work—sacrifices, charity, etc., that led 
them to the moon—+s exhausted, they reach this well- 
known ether. The liquids called faith which were 
offered in the fire of heaven and took the form of the 
moon—with which a new watery body was built for 


1 Both these are penances consisting in fasting according 
to certain rules. 
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the ritualists, in the moon, for their enjoyment—melt 
on the expiry of the momentum of their past work, 
like a lump of ice in contact with sunshine. In that 
state they become fine and look like the ether. This 
is expressed by the words, ‘They reach this ether.’ 


Then those ritualists, living with that kind of body 
in the sky, are blown hither and thither by the east- 
wind etc. This is what is meant by the words, ‘From 
the ether air? From air they reach vain. This has 
been stated in the passage, ‘They offer King Moon in 
the fire of the rain-god’ (par. 10, adapted). Then they 
drop on the earth as rain. Reaching the earth they 
become food such as rice and barley. This has been 
expressed in the passage, ‘In the fire of this world they 
offer rain. Out of that food is produced’ (par. 11, 
adapted). Then they as food are again offered in the 
fire of man, an adult. Thence as the seed they are 
offered in the fire of woman, whence they are born, 
and perform rites such as the Agnihotra, with a view 
to going to other worlds. Then they move repeatedly 
between the moon and this world, passing in order 
the deity of smoke etc. Thus do they, these ritualists, 
continuously votate in a circle like the Persian wheel, 
until they know Brahman so as to attain the northern 
way,’ or immediate liberation. As it has been said, 
‘Thus does the man who desires (transmigrate)’ 


(IV. iv. 6). 


While those others who do not know these two 
ways, the northern and southern, i.e. do not practise 


1 Which leads to gradual liberation, depending on the 
continued spiritual practice of the aspirants. 
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either meditation or rites to attain the northern or the 
southern way—what do they become ?—become insects 
and moths, and these frequently biting things, i.e. 
gnats and mosquitoes. Thus this last transmigratory 
existence is very painful, and it is extremely difficult 
for one who has fallen into it to get out of it again. So 
another Sruti says, ‘They become these tiny creatures 
that come and go repeatedly, of which it has been said, 
as it were: Be born and die’ (Ch. V. x. 8). The 
purport of the entire passage is that we must there- 
fore try our best to give up our natural pursuit of work 
and knowledge, and practise those rités or meditations 
which are enjoined by the scriptures and are the means 
of attaining the southern or the northern way. So it 
has been stated in another Sruti, ‘The deliverance 
from this (the state of becoming rice etc.) is indeed 
much more difficult? (Ch. V. x. 6). ‘Therefore one 
should cultivate a disgust (for return to the world)’ 
(Ibid. 8), i.e. strive for liberation. It is clear that 
between these two even, greater care should be taken 
to secure the means of attaining the northern way, for 
it has been said, “Thus do they rotate’ (this text). 

So all the questions have been answered. The 
fourth question, ‘After how many oblations,’ etc., 
has been first answered in the passage beginning with, 
‘That world’ (par. 9), and ending with, ‘A man is 
born’ (par. 13). The fifth question, concerning the 
means of attaining the way of the gods or the way ‘of 
the Manes, has been answered next by a description 
of the means of attaining the northern and southern 
ways. This has also answered the first question by 
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saying that starting with fire some reach the deity of 
the flame, and some the deity of smoke, and here is 
the divergence. The answer to the second question, 
concerning the return to this world, has been given by 
the statement that they return to this world, passing 
successively through the stages of the ether etc.; and 
that has also dealt with the third question by stating 
that the other world is not filled up for that very 
reason, as also owing to the fact that some become 
insects, moths, etc. 


SECTION III 


Qa th RAD aega, sumas ga- 
ATTA JAR AVE_a zeigt Gd 
aaa rend norte daca Raga thf- 
qagan aftedatzasssa deca gar 
aaao aed ia Bera | 

aaa tarecafy aA- 
Raa] nfa gaT RATA, 


at farf faqeasé frad rà, 
at cat gau man qs daaag — 
«ram i 9. ul 


"I. He who wishes to attain greatness (should 
perform) on an auspicious day in a fortnight in 
which the moon waxes, and under a male con- 
stellation, during the northward march of the 
sun, ( a sacrifice in the following manner): He 
should undertake for twelve days a vow con- 
nected with the Upasads (i.e. live on milk), 
collect in a cup or bowl made of fig wood all 
herbs and their grains, sweep and plaster (the 
ground), purify the offerings in the prescribed 
manner, interpose the Mantha (paste made of 
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those things), and offer oblations with the follow- 
ing Mantras: ‘O Fire, to all those gods under 
you, who spitefully frustrate men’s desires, I 
offer their share. May they, being satisfied, 
satisfy me with all objects of desire! Svaha. To 
that all-procuring deity who turns out spiteful 
under your protection, thinking she is the sup- 
port of all, I offer this stream of clarified butter. 
Svaha.’ 

The results of meditation and rites have been 
stated. Of these, meditation is independent, but rites 
depend on both divine and human wealth. So for the 
sake of rites wealth must be acquired, and that in a 
harmless way. Hence for that purpose the ceremony 
called Mantha (paste) is being inculcated as a means 
to attaining greatness ; for if greatness is attained, 
wealth follows as a matter of course. So the text says: 
He who wishes to attain greatness, i.e. wants to be 
great. The reference is to one who desires wealth and 
is qualified for the performance of rites. The time for 
the ceremony of Mantha which is sought to be enjoined, 
is being stated: During the northward march of the 
sun. This covers a large extent of time, so it is being 
restricted to a forinight in which the moon waxes, i.e. 
the bright fortnight. That too is a long period; hence, 
on an auspicious or favourable day, i.e. one calculated 
to bring success to one’s undertaking. He should 
undertake for twelve days, counting back from the 
auspicious day on which he intends to perform the rites 
and including it, a vow connected with the Upasads. 
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These are well-known rites in connection with the 
Jyotistoma sacrifice, in which the sacrificer has to 
drink cow's milk according to the yield of an increasing 
and decreasing number of teats of the animals. But 
since those rites are not to be combined here, only the 
drinking of milk, without any restriction as to details, 
is meant. 

Objection: If the compound in ‘Upasad-vrata’ 
is expounded so as to mean 'the vow that consists of 
the Upasads,' then all the details of procedure have to 
be observed. So why not observe them? 

Reply : Because it is a ceremony according to 
the Smrti. This ceremony of Mantha is enjoined by 
the Smrti (and not the Sruti). 

Objection : How can a ceremony that is enjoined 
by the Sruti be one in accordance with the Smrti? 

Reply: The Sruti here is merely repeating the 
Smrti. Were it a Vedic ceremony, it would be related 
to the Jyotistoma sacrifice as a part is to a whole, and 
as such must conform to all the characteristics of the 
main sacrifice. But it is not a Vedic ceremony. For 
this reason it is also to be performed in the Avasathya 
(household) fire’; and the entire procedure is to be in 
accordance with the Smrti. So the vow in question 
is that of living on milk. 


Collect in a cup or bowl made of fig wood, in a 
vessel of this wood, whether shaped like a cup or a 
bowl—the option being with regard to the shape, and 
not the material, which must be fig wood—all herbs 


! Which is not lighted or maintained according to Vedic 
rites. 
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that are available and within one’s means: The ten 
cultivated species such as rice and barley, to be 
enumerated later on, must be included ; there is no 
harm in having more. And their grains, as far as 
available and within one’s means. The word 'iti' is 
suggestive of the collection of all the materials, that 
is to say, including all other things that are to be 
collected. The order of procedure should be under- 
stood to be in accordance with the Grhya! Sütras. 
Sweep and plaster: These are cleaning the ground. 
Bring iu the fire: It is implied that the sacrifice is to 
be performed in the Avasathya fire, for the word is in 
the singular, and there is mention of the fire being 
brought in, which is only possible of a fire that already 
exists. Spread the Kuga grass. Purify the offerings 
in the prescribed manner: Since the ceremony is in 
accordance with the Smrti, the manner referred to is 
that of the 'Sthàlipáka.' Under a male constellation, 
one having a masculine name, associated with the 
auspicious, day. Interpose the Mantha: Having 
crushed all those herbs and grains, soaked them in 
curd, honey and clarified butter in that fig bowl, and 
tubbed them up with a rod, place the paste between 
himself and the fire. And offer oblations, with a fig 
ladle, in a part of the fire prescribed for this purpose, 
with the following Mantras, beginning with, 'O Fire, 
to all those gods,’ etc. 


1 Not Srauta Sütras. 

2 The three fires, Garhapatya, Ahavaniya and Daksina, 
connected with Vedic sacrifices. have to be lighted each time. 

3 A religious ceremony observed by householders. The 
word literally means ‘cooking in a pot.’ 
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sügrmr Carel, Sig cqrEeqHl geur Wed iem 
naaa; arora ener, femi emen wed) 
ary gigaa; aa caer, aur euicant 
gar Hed daana; wur eer, AI ENR- 
want Real Wed need , STO LATENT, ATA- 
aaa enman eur neu danaa; aaa 
tae cant gear ned eene | R 11 


. 2. Offering oblations in the. fire saying, 
‘Svaha to the oldest, Svaha to the greatest,’ he 
drips the remnant adhering to the ladle into the 
paste. Offering oblations in the fire saying, 
‘Svaha to the vital force, Svaha to the Vasistha,’ 
he drips the remnant, etc. Offering oblations 
saying, ‘Svaha to the organ of speech, Svaha to 
that which has steadiness,’ he drips, etc. Offer- 
ing oblations saying, ‘Svaha to the eye, Svaha 
to prosperity,’ he drips, etc. Offering oblations 
saying, ‘Svaha to the ear, Svaha to the abode,’ 
he drips, etc. Offering oblations saying, ‘Svaha 
to the Manas, Svaha to Prajati, he drips, etc. 
Offering oblations saying, ‘Svaha to the organ 
of generation,’ he drips, etc. 


Offering two oblations each time beginning with, 
"Suváha to the oldest, Svàhà to the greatest,’ he drips 
the remnant adhering to the ladle into the paste. The 
words ‘oldest,’ ‘greatest,’ etc., which are characteristics 
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of the vital force, indicate that only the knower of the 
vital force is entitled to this ceremony. 


amt emaan ger neu nis ; Gara 
akan med sel daaa; qp oenkeant 
gat aed daana; ya: eet gear 
ue saraaa ; ; ea wReaat gar Hed 
aA pim mp TARA peer neu niu 
anana ; sarc exigent RET ne cierra ; 
ama TCI EAT wed enu, um 
waa gar med daaa; afud aR- 
equi gar mà daama, fara aa 
gett Hel dama, aai ema gor 
mA dgan; sma RaR gar sed 
daanarate N 3 0 
3. Offering an oblation in the fire saying, 
‘Svaha to fire,’ he drips the remnant adhering 
to the ladle into the paste. Offering an oblation 
saying, ‘Svaha to the moon,’ he drips, etc, 
Offering an oblation saying, ' Svaha to the earth,’ 
he drips, etc. Offering an oblation saying, 
“Svaha to the sky,’ he drips, etc. Offering an 
oblation saying, ‘ Svaha to heaven,’ he drips, etc. 
Offering an oblation saying, ‘ Svaha to the earth, 
sky and heaven,’ he drips, etc. Offering an 
oblation saying, ‘Svaha to the Brahmana,’ he 
drips, etc. Offering: an oblation saying, ‘ Svaha 
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to the Ksatriya,’ he drips, etc. Offering an. 
oblation saying, ‘Svaha to the past,’ he drips, 
etc. Offering an oblation saying, ‘Svaha to the 
future,' he drips, etc. Offering an oblation say- 
ing, ' Svahà to the whole,’ he drips, etc. Offer- 
ing an oblation saying, ' Svaha to all,’ he drips, 
etc. ' Offering an oblation saying, ‘Svaha to 
Prajapati', he drips, etc. 

Beginning with, ‘Sudha to the organ of genera- 
tion,’ he offers one oblation each time, and drips the 
remnant adhering to the ladle into the paste. Then 
he stirs the paste again with another rod. 


saaatiaga—anae, steafa, — quim, 
amfa, qeu, fesanfa, fetaarcafa, 
uftuafa, samaa, raana, seaernfreaahe, 
art adana, Raye, mqefet, enema, sarfercte, 
faaanfa, danish n g, 


4. Then he touches the paste saying,’ ‘ You 
move (as the vital force), you burn (as fire), you 
are infinite (as Brahman), you are still (as the 
sky). You combine everything in yourself. 
You are the sound ‘Him,’ and are uttered as 
“Him’ (in the sacrifice by the Prastotr). Yoy 
are the Udgitha and are chanted (by the Udgatr). 
‘You are recited (by the Adhvaryu) and recited 


1 The paste is identified with its deity, the cosmic vital 
force. Hence epithets applicable to the latter are used with 
weference to it. 
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back (by the Agnidhra). You are fully ablaze: 
in a humid (cloud). You are omnipresent, and 
master. You are food (as the moon), and light. 
(as fire). You are death, and you are that in 
which all things merge.' 


Then he touches the paste uttering the Mantra, 
‘You move,’ etc. 


fa—arifa, ardife aafe,a fe T- 
aAa: e at cagrtstafa ARa isi 


5. Then he takes it up saying, ‘ You 
know all (as the vital force); we too are aware 
of your greatness. The vital force is the king, 
the lord, the ruler. May it make me king, lord 
and ruler !’ 


Then he takes it wp with the vessel, in his hand, 
saying, 'You know all, etc. 


swianrartia—acaaqateara | mu arat HN- 
aa, ag aca faear: | areata: aeh: | 
sp Ger! wit tae we! ag qegsiu, 
agmen wt) mr aiteg no fiat! a: 
LUN fart at a aal maet erect, 
quai seq al andinial weg wl er 
erf i edt a mfa, ada mand: ; 
RAAT wd Ya, FAS: ST UHTETS aA 
arara qoi mare: serrer efr uif ; 
marheg Ag A, ud g- 
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warmmaquedts yaaa , water supp 
arefiat ast svafer i & ui 


6. Then he drinks it saying, ‘ The radiant 
sun is adorable—; The winds are blowing sweetly, 
the rivers are shedding honey, may the herbs 
be sweet unto us! Svaha to the earth. Glory 
we meditate upon; May the nights and days be 
charming, and the dust of the earth be sweet, 
may heaven, our father, be gracious! Svaha to 
the sky. May he direct our intellect; May the 
Soma creeper be sweet unto us, may the sun be 
kind, may the quarters be helpful to us! Svaha 
to heaven.’ Then he repeats the whole Gayatri 
and the whole Madhumati,’ and says at the end, 
“May I be all this! Svaha to the earth, sky and 
heaven.’ Then he drinks the whole remnant, 
washes his hands, and lies behind the fire with 
his head to the east. In the morning he salutes 
the sun saying, ‘ Thou art the one lotus of the 
quarters; may I be the one lotus of men!’ Then - 
he returns the way he went, sits behind the fire, 
and repeats the line of teachers: 


Then he drinks it. He drinks the first draught, 
uttering the first foot of the Gayatri, one portion of 
the Madhumati and the first Vyahrti.2 Similarly he 


1 Hymn to sweet things. 
2 The Vyàhrtis are the three syllables ‘Bhir,’ 'Bhuvar' 
and 'Svar, meaning respectively the earth, sky and heaven. 
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drinks the second draught, uttering the second foot of 
the Gayatri, the second portion of the Madhumati and 
the second Vyahrti. Likewise he drinks the third 
draught, uttering the third foot of the Gayatri, the third 
portion of the Madhumati and the third Vyahrti. Then 
he repeats the whole Gayain and the whole Madhumati, 
and says at the end, ‘May I be all this! Suaha to the 
earth, sky and heaven.’ Then he drinks the whole 
remnant. He should arrange beforehand so that the 
whole quantity of paste? may be finished in four 
draughts. What adheres to the vessel, he should 
scrape and drink quietly. He washes his hands, and 
hes behind the fire with his head to the east. After 
saying his morning prayers, he salutes the sun with the 
Mantra: ‘Thou art the one lotus of the quarters,’ etc. 
Then he returns the way he went, sits behind the fire, 
and repeats the line of teachers : 


d Baggies ereftratsaatara TISSITT- 
Aara seetrara, erf a od gee eat Af- 
aq, HATHA, THAT: THAT tt 9 N 


7. Uddalaka, the son of Aruna, taught this 
to his pupil Yajnavalkya, the Vàjasaneya,' and 
said, 'Should one sprinkle it even on a dry 
stump, branches would grow and leaves sprout.’ 


aag Eq reat sINSSYdD ngaa gura 
Aara satara, wf aot gee emm fafe- 
sa, WAtsoT|r:, AeA: Tere N < ul 


1 Founder of the White Yajur-Veda derived from the sun. 
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8. Then  Yajfüavalkya, the  Vàjasaneya, 
taught this to his pupil Madhuka, the son of 
Paingi, and said, ‘Should one sprinkle it even 
on a dry stump, branches would grow and leaves 
sprout.’ 


cag fa mum: gaea amfaaasaearitea 
seaara, ufq a us ge ent fais, 


MACSSAT:, sg: qzni I e I 


9. Madhuka, the son of Paingi, again taught 
this to his pupil Chüla, the son of Bhagavitta, 
and said, ‘ Should one sprinkle it even on a dry 
stump, branches would grow and leaves sprout.’ 


qag @a sper raataa smaensmamd- 
arfea srna, atq ar at gee euro (usse, 


sme, qos: Garant tt Lo i 


to. Then Chüla, the son of Bhagavitta, 
taught this to his pupil Janaki, the son of 
Ayasthüna, and said, 'Should one sprinkle it 
even on a dry stump, branches would grow and 
leaves sprout.' 


der BD SUSRIQEMUD TRA MANA- 
aaa vaenara, su usb xem equit fale 
siet AASB, TRA: smn i 83 u 


II. Janaki, the son of Ayasthüna, again 
taught this to Satyakama, the son of Jabala, 
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and said, ‘ Should one sprinkle it even on a dry 
stump, branches would grow and leaves sprout.’ 


gag Eq zen sraraisatareea SA- 
ara, aff a aa JÈ cart fissa, SIETCSRGTIT:, 
sy: cert ; amga ararcarfaa at 


TATA I RR N 
I2. And Satyakama, the son of Jabala, in 


his turn, taught this to his pupils and said, 
“Should one sprinkle it even on a dry stump, 
branches would grow and leaves sprout.’ One 


must not teach this to any one but a son or a 
pupil. 

(He repeats the line of teachers) beginning with, 
Uddalaka, the son of Aruna, taught this, and ending 
with, Satyakama, the son of Jabala, taught this to his 
pupils and said, ‘Should one sprinkle it even on a dry 
stump, branches would surely grow and leaves sprout.’ 
The teacher Satyakama taught this doctrine of the 
Mantha, handed down by a single line of teachers 
beginning with Uddalaka, to a large number of pupils 
and said. What did he say? Should one sprinkle it, 
this paste, purified for the purpose of drinking, even 
on a dry or dead stump, branches would surely grow 
on that tree, and leaves sprout, as on a living stump. 
So it goes without saying that this ceremony will fulfil 
one’s desires. It is a eulogy on this ceremony, mean- 


59 
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ing that it is infallible in its results. There are six! 
qualifed recipients of learning. Of them only two, 
viz. the son and pupil, are being declared as eligible 
for this doctrine of the Mantha together with the medi- 
tation on the vital force. 


sq mR- g: qus shpen- 
anm, age qur, aigeral same; at 
mre ara wafa—aigarartasara a- 
fragt wama ngoa weary GEI , 
erféqerequfa af ga suka, maea were 
Nan Khe setts srreram It 


13. Four things are made of fig wood: the 
ladle, the bowl, the fuel and the two mixing 
rods. The cultivated grains are ten in number: 
Rice, barley, sesamum, beans, Anu, Priyangu, 
wheat, lentils, pulse and vetches. They should 
be crushed and soaked in curds, honey and 
clarified butter, and offered as an oblation. 

Four things are made of fig wood. This has been 
explained (p. 920). The cultivated grains are ten in 
number. We have already said that the ten species of 
cultivated grains must be included. They are being 
enumerated: rice, barley, sesamum, beans, Anu, called 
by that name, Priyangu, called in some parts ‘Kangu,’ 
pulse (Khalva), or Nispava, popularly called ‘Valla,’ 
and vetches (Khalakula), or Kulattha. In addition to 


! A pupil, a knower of the Vedas, an intelligent person, 
one who pays, a dear son, and one who exchanges another 
branch of learning. 
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these all other herbs and grains should be procured as 
far as possible, as we have said, barring only those 
that are unfit for sacrificial purposes. 


SECTION IV 


ast X gamat git cer, gian wm, smt 
qup, Aaa quqrfor, gear «erf, netat 


quu, Jea W: U gd 

I. The earth is the essence of all these beings, 
water the essence of the earth, herbs of water, 
flowers of herbs, fruits of flowers, man of fruits, 
and the seed of man. 

The present section is introduced to lay down the 
method by which to obtain the kind of son who, by 
the manner of his birth and conception and by his 
good qualities, will help to achieve the worlds both for 
himself and for his father. Only a person who knows 
the meditation on the vital force and has performed the 
ceremony of the Mantha leading to prosperity, is 
entitled to this ceremony of the Mantha leading to the 
birth of a son. When a man wants to perform this 
ceremony, he should, after performing, the former 
ceremony, wait for the right time of his wife. This we 
understand from the mention of the seed being the 
quintessence of the herbs etc. The earth is the essence 
of all these beings, moving and stationary, for it has 
been stated that it ‘is like honey to all beings’ (II. 
v. I, adapted). Water is the essence of the earth, for 
it is pervaded by water. Herbs are the essence of 
water, for the herbs etc. are the effects of water. 
Flowers of herbs, fruits of flowers, man of fruits, and 


T ; 
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the seed of man, for another Sruti says, 'It is the 
essence emanating from all parts of the body' (Ai. 

IV. r). 
az mâ, eared afasi equ 
ftfa; a feri aga, at qur sure, der 
sqa; @ ad sue MAAA UH 


AINA, ANATA Il di 


2. Prajapati thought, ‘ Well, let me make 
an abode for it,’ and he created woman. 

Prajapati, the Creator, thought, ‘Since the seed is 
thus the quintessence of all beings, what can be a fit 
abode for it’? Thinking thus he created woman. 


aen Rawa, Hara afe:, aaifaerrr— 
aAA maait aval; ouem m d rus 
SET BIRT Wala, drame Sur wala a ud 
famrrdrqgrd ace, sat aint used gum, 
yay aaam aca, emu faa ged 

I3. 

arg cn 4 afagragies: arag ; caer tH 
à SAMAR her NE ; — € — 
rfr are, arit ral manaa fafeféger Ramey 
sagana, a canfasiatsmagred «eta, 
WE qr LF gaea aT Haat at er exem I g tl 

miai, snp at aenda— 

. qeitsu tea: girétirenreedtta , 
PTALA ILAS ESDA ite O 
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aag aga sum ga- , 

niakd GARTH: gråa: | 

gachaficcar aaea ie as 
contest et at gat T 

fissure s N 
ag an aai Aana- Wü Wu 
qiga a afi gra; ste at om stri 
TRAN: TARAS anata 
ges IE lh 

6. If man sees his reflection in water, he 
should recite the following Mantra: ‘ (May the 
gods grant) me lustre, manhood, reputation, 
wealth and merits.’ She (his wife) is indeed the 
goddess of beauty among women. Therefore he 


should approach this handsome woman and 
speak to her. 


If perchance he sees his reflection in water, he 
should recite the following Mantra: ‘(May the gods 
grant) me lustre,’ etc. She is indeed the goddess of 
beauty among women. Therefore he should approach 
this handsome woman and speak to her, when she has 
taken a bath after three nights. 


at AeA a aa, emerunt, ar 
aq Ta and, aAa aver er after Aq- 
etait , fazer à amen an ora aft; sae 
qa wate u 9 Il 
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7. If she is not willing, he should buy her 
over; and if she is still unyielding, he should 
strike her with a stick or with the hand and 
proceed, uttering the following Mantra, ‘I take 
away your reputation,’ etc. She is then actually 
discredited. 


If she is not willing, he should buy her over, 
press his wishes through ornaments etc.; and if she is 
still unyielding, he should strike her with a stick or 
with the hand, and announcing that he was going to 
curse her and make her unfortunate, he should ‘proceed, 
uttering the following Mantra: ‘I take away your 
reputation,’ etc. As a result of that curse, she comes 
to be known as barren and unfortunate, and is then 
actually discredited. 


at Saat gerd, eater à ager ag GTI 


titfa ; agfeaaraa waa: ll ¢ N 


8. If she is willing, he should proceed, utter- 
ing the following Mantra: ‘ I transmit reputation 
into you,’ and they both become reputed. 


I f she is willing, or agreeable to her husband, 
then he should proceed, uttering the following Mantra: 
'I transmit reputation into you.’ Then they both 
become reputed. 


a afassenmaa aft, aca fasa, wea 
ge aaa, sqeunen afaa smida— 
agaga, gI | 
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a campers fer, Arafa 
areaarad adf N e t 
aa ameda ma g, eened gA, 
yaa qe sara, amaaa, P 8 ere 
ta aga ze, Ra cup wate tl Ro N 
ay arfireseeteafa, aeni fig, aaa ad 
gaa, amaaa , eager A caer Ta amg- 
aff; afroa wala i 22 tl 
eT Ted Maa sme card AAA, AMA- 
qasiga, fecti mafiei, afra: 
TOM: saat: aA agaa — aa afies- 
git: roari a aa — aar AA ; aa AES, 
gaaja aa; an aitrasetet:, rer- 
gua a smed— sem ; aa eism, N- 
qct sga@—atarfafa , eras fieferdt 
fagamsemprnretfa, andfagatacn: safer ; erent- 
aiae atta Araza, aafacat 
wea i RR 1 
I2. lf a man's wife has a lover whom he 
wishes to inujre, he should put the fire in an 
unbaked earthen vessel, spread stalks of reed 
and Ku$a grass in an inverse way, and offer the 
reed tips, soaked in clarified butter, in the fire 


in an inverse way, saying, ' Thou hast sacrificed 
in my kindled fire, I take away thy Prana and 
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Apana—such and such. Thou hast sacrificed in 
my kindled fire, I take away thy sons and 
animals—such and such. Thou hast sacrificed 
in my kindled fire, I take away thy Vedic rites 
and those done according to the Smrti—such and 
such. Thou hast sacrificed in my kindled fire, 
I take away thy hopes and expectations—such 
and such’. The man whom a Brahmana with 
knowledge of this ceremony curses, departs from 
this world emasculated and shorn of his merits. 
Therefore one should not wish even to cut jokes 
with the wife of a Vedic scholar who knows this 
ceremony, for he who has such knowledge 
becomes an enemy. 


If a man's wife has a lover whom he wishes to 
injure, i.e. to cast an evil spell on him, he should 
perform the following rite: He should put the fire in 
an unbaked earthen vessel—everything to be done in 
an inverse way—and offer the reed tips, soaked in 
clarified butter, in the fire in an inverse way, accom- 
panied by the following Mantras, 'Thow hast sacri- 
ficed,’ etc., and at the end of each mention his name, 
‘such and such? The man whom a Brahmana with 
knowledge of this ceremony curses, departs shorn of 
his merits. Therefore one should not wish even to 
cut jokes with the wife of a Vedic scholar who knows 
this ceremony, much less give any more serious offence, 
for even he who has such knowledge becomes an 
enemy. 
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ay ed mamada faa, sat pp fade. 
gerer, Sat geet a queque, frase 
arga TAT ATAIT N $3 Ul | 

I3. Ifanybody's wife has the monthly sick- 
ness, she should drink for three days out of a 
cup (Kamsa). No Sudra man or woman should 
touch her. After three nights she should bathe, 
put on a new'cloth, and be put to thresh rice. 

If anybody’s wife has, etc. This paragraph 
should precede the passage beginning with ‘She is 
indeed the goddess of beauty among women’ (par. 6), 
for the sake of consistency. She shouid drink for three 
days out of a cup (Karhsa). No Sudra man or woman 
should touch her. After three nights, when she has 
finished the three nights’ vow, she should bathe, put 


on a new cloth—these words, though at some distance, 
should be connected here—and be put to thresh rice. 


aa gag d gat mäa, angst, 
wanraftarfafa, iA araea aaan- 
ate ; aÙ aaa I sul 
I4. He who wishes that his son should be 
born fair, study one Veda and attain a full term 
of life, should have rice cooked in milk, and he 
and his wife should eat it with clarified butter. 
Then they would be able to produce such a son. 
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He who wishes that his son should be born fair in 
complexion, study one Veda and attain a fuli term of 
life, ie. a hundred years, should have, etc. 


aa a agi B afte: faget ma, at 


aaa, adargftariefe, tes akrar 
aaam ; bad srerfaes 1) 24 n 


Is. He who wishes that his son should be: 
born tawny or brown, study two Vedas and 
attain a full term of life, should have rice cooked 
in curd, and he and his wife should eat it with 
clarified butter. Then they would be able to 
produce such a son. 

Have rice cooked in curd. If he wishes his son 
to be versed in two Vedas, he should follow this rule- 
about eating. 


afram; bad aafaa N RE N 


16. He who wishes that his son should be- 
born dark with red eyes, study three Vedas and 
attain a full term of life, should have rice cooked 
in water, and he and his wife should eat it with 
clarified butter. Then they would be able to. 
produce such a son. 


Simple, natural rice is meant. The mention of 
water is for precluding other ingredients. 


aaa seagaiear A qea saa, adaig- 
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Rak, faetet maden efTet ; 
pad aaa 1 26 t 


I7. He who wishes that a daughter should 
be born to him who would be a scholar and 
attain a full term of life, should have rice cooked 
with sesamum, and he and his wife should eat it 
with clarified butter. Then they would be able 
to produce such a daughter. 

The scholarship of the daughter is regarding 
domestic affairs only, for she is not entitled to read 
the Vedas. Rice and sesamum should be boiled 
together. 


at a Kesegst a qsa fate rfe 
yrat ara urat mda, aalaargadta, aa- 
araftarigit, atatat qraftear erfqvmenmitanau ; 
bad srerfererd— em retirer a tt RE N 


I8. He who wishes that a son should be 
born to him who would be a reputed scholar, 
frequenting the assemblies and speaking delight- 
ful words, would study all the Vedas and attain 
a full term of life, should have rice cooked with 
the meat of a vigorous bull or one more advanced 
in years, and he and his wife should eat it with 
clarified butter. Then they would be able to 
produce such a son. | 

"Vigita (reputed) literally means ‘variously praised.’ 
Frequenting the assemblies, i.e. eloquent for scholar- 
ship has been separately mentioned. Delightful, lit. 
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pleasant to hear, i.e. words that are chaste and 
pregnant with meaning. Rice cooked together with 
meat. The meat is restricted to that of a vigorous bull, 
able to breed, or one more advanced in years. 


SUIT FESTE. ETT I qUR TAS S Aen enh- 
qre getfi—ema cael, AJAA EMET, 
aaa aA aaraa ARA; yga NA, 
acer: aA caret weit, sg qc 
fian Beat freccpafa—sfemrdt araisa- 
frag gaa, & mai en R tl Re IN 


19. In the very morning he purifies the 
clarified butter according to the mode of Sthali- 
pàka, and offers Sthalipaka oblations again and 
again, saying, ‘Svaha to fire, Svahà to Anumati, 
Svaha to the radiant sun who produces infallible 
results. After offering he takes up (the rem- 
nant of the cooked food), eats part of it and gives 
the rest to his wife. Then he washes his hands, 
fills the water-vessel and sprinkles her thrice 
with that water, saying, 'Get up from here, 
Vi$vavasu, and find out another young woman 
(who is) with her husband.’ 


In the very morning he takes the rice produced 
by the threshing, purifies the clarified butter according 
to the mode of Sthalipaka, boils the rice and offers 


! A celestial minstrel. 
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Sthalipaka oblations again and again, saying, ‘Suaha 
to fire, etc. Here all the details must be understood 
as being in accordance with the Grhya Sütras. -After 
‘offering he takes up the remnant of the cooked food, 
eats part of it and gives the rest to his wife. Then he 
washes his hands, sips a little water, fills the water- 
‘vessel and sprinkles his wife thrice with that water, 
saying the following Mantra: ‘Get up from here,’ etc. 
‘The Mantra is to be uttered once. 


emarafiaad—adisenien ar cay, At Gr 
nase, amean sequ, ae fah em. 
erf dora’, ag th quara Ga gara reaa 
‘gf li Re N 
20. He embraces her saying, ‘I am the 
vital force, and you are speech; you are speech, 
and I am the vital force ; I am Saman, and you 
are Rc’; I am heaven,’ and you are the earth ; 
come, let us strive together so that we may have 
a male child.’ 

Then he purifies her with Mantras, and both eat 
the rice cooked in milk or other things according to the 
kind of child desired. This is the order to be followed. 
While retiring, he embraces her, saying the following 
Mantra: ‘I am the vital force,’ etc. 


aurea ae ferala—fantat araga 


— 1 Saman rests on Rc while it 1s chanted. 
2 Heaven is called father and the earth mother. 
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fa, aem fista, gaa qut cera fartama- 
dumgnrfé— 


Rreeriffet eras, —' 
arena TU qug 8 | 
nd fe Rer, Ta sifü TUES | 
dod bent Eb wd 


ficat ercoft arat Aaaf | 

at 8 m garag qur arr gaz i 

ania gíerdt, aur aean nfa | 

erg rat an are at må arit a— 
eremfsfer i 22 1 

aratai koa | 

an arg: grifu afgaf ada: | 

gar à mi ang aeda aT | 

(exem AA: FA: amig: aqfaa: i 

afirex fastie mio aract aefa t! 23 11 


mAsa, ag arama, RA gears 


cista gaa werfa— 


akaari gradana: ed R | 
aedini AT seca THAT a gA — ENT | 
E aiea fa Aaa SEET | 
y Wer eerie | 
auferens aed Hg a: — 
Saale il Ve tl 
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24. When (the son) is born, he should bring 
in the fire, take him in his lap, put a mixture of 
curd and clarified butter in a cup, and offer 
oblations again and again with that, saying, 
‘Growing in this home of mine (as the son), may 
I maintain a thousand people ! May (the goddess 
of fortune) never depart with children and 
animals from his line! Svaha. The vital force 
that is in me, I mentally transfer to you. Svaha. 
If I have done anything too much or too little 
in this ceremony, may the all-knowing beneficent 
fire make it just right for me—neither too much 
nor ioo little! Svaha.’ 


Now the post-natal ceremony is being described. 
When the son is born, he should bring in the fire, take 
the son in his lap, put a mixture of curd and clarified. 
butter in a cup, and offer oblations again and again (in 
little quantities) with that in the prescribed part of the 
fire, uttering the following Mantra: ‘Growing in 
this,’ etc. 


aera Wurst «putare cene i: ;, 
ay ahr my ga Sataraeafeda aasan smit | 
TA Tals, gad ania, aA Tata, waa: ur 
ere cakes qmi i s ul | 


25. Then putting (his mouth) to the child's 
right ear, he should thrice repeat, 'Speech, 
speech.’ -Next mixing curd, honey and clarified 
butter, he feeds him with (a strip of) gold not 
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obstructed (by anything), saying, ‘I put the 
earth into you, I put the sky into you, I put 
heaven into you, I put the whole of the earth, 
sky and heaven into you.’ 

Then putting his own mouth to the child’s right 
ear he should thrice repeat, © Speech, speech.’ Next, 
mixing curd, honey and clarified butter, he feeds him 
with (a strip of) gold not obstructed (by anything), 
uttering the following Mantras, one at a time: Z 
put,’ etc. 


amea ama ibd, aasedifa , ager age: 
Re ara water tt 35 1 
26. Then he gives him a name, ‘You are 
Veda (knowledge).’ That is his secret name. 


Then he gives him a name. ‘You are Veda.’ 
That, the word ‘Veda,’ is his secret name. 


ata ATA Tata tata Saesidq— 
qud KAA: AA AY uan: 
at Tera aga: gu | 
aa frar gerfe aratíor 
aca erf ara HT Ul xf it Bw t 


27. Then he hands him to his mother to be 
suckled, saying, ‘O Sarasvati, that breast of 
thine which is stored with results, is the sustainer 
of all, full of milk, the obtainer of wealth (one’s 
deserts) and generous, and through which thou, 
nourishest all who are worthy of it (the gods etc.) 


1 Wishing that the Vedas may enter into him. 
60 l 
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-transfer that here (to my wife, for my babe) 
to suck." 

Then he hands him, the child who is in his lap, £o 
his mother to be suckled with the following Mantra: 
“O Sarasvati, that breast,’ etc. 


AUT MANIARA | 

erfa Aaah, eft feasts i 

an cd Rad wa, NAANA, tt xf N 

dar uen, afaftar sanz, afafa 
any, Tat gt est aaa, (rur agen uium 
—aq AA menea qut saa ef uc fà 


SAG MNA It 

28. Then he addresses the mother: ‘You 
are the adorable Arundhati, the wife of Vasistha; 
you have brought forth a male child with the 
help of me, who am a man. Be the mother of 
many sons, for you have given us a son.’ Of 
him who is born as the child of a Brahmana with 
this particular knowledge, they say, “You have 
exceeded your father, and you have exceeded 
your grandfather. You have reached the ex- 
treme limit of attainment through your splen- 
dour, fame and Brahmanical power.’ 

Then he addresses the mother as follows: ‘You 
are the adorable,’ etc. Of him who is born, etc.—A 
son born in this way becomes the object of praise in 
such terms as the following: That he surpasses his 
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father and grandfather, and that he has reached the 
highest degree of attainment through his splendour, 
fame and Bráhmamical power. The Brahmana who 
possesses such knowledge and gets a son, also deserves 
similar tribute. This is understood. 


SECTION V . 


aa dg:  difenmftgsr: KERIN, REA- 
afga maga, Mag mag, 
anaiga: qarga, urxmigs Aeaee- 
ga, Aaga: marga, WANJA: 
MEMANGAMA , BICATAATs: LAN TAT , wate 
Migs meniga ange, dant: 
argae RAJTE, RJT: d 2 il 


I. Now the line of teachers: The son of 
Pautimasi (received it) from the son of Katya- 
yani. He from the son of Gautami. The son 
of Gautami from the son of Bharadvaji. He 
from the son of PardSari. The son of ParaSari 
from the son of Aupasvasti. He from the son 
of another Pārāśarī. He from the son of 
Kàtyayani. The son of Katyayani from the son 
of Kausiki. The son of Kausiki from the son 
of Alambi and the son of Vaiyaghrapadi. The 
son of Vaiyaghrapadi from the son of Kanvi and 
the son of Kapi. The son of Kapi— 


aiga, wadiga aga, marty 
maniga, AIST: qumégsum, quig- 


qst mega, qredtqu: qremétgsmp, Mare- 
qst ametiga, amagi arslecigenre, 
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antaga ariama, ariig: AATA, 
MAg: atedigaa, EA AMENIITA, 
ASAT MATA, MSA ARITA, 
aAA agna Ag, gnag ATT 
TITA, AIA: mAEATI, xifugciqst 
unfatigara, mata mgng, RES: 
nagran, sit aeter agaa, far- 
qs: HUNT, RARR: AANA, 
maga: aiga, eis: g- 
qeka, maga agaaa, Arga 
agt, emgiz: Il R I 


2. From the son of Atreyi. The son of 
Atreyi from the son of Gautami. The son of 
Gautami from the son of Bharadvaji. He from 
the son of Parasari. The son of ParaSari from 
the son of Vatsi. The son of Vatsi from the son 
of another Paragari. The son of Paragari from 
the son of Varkaruni. He from the son of 
another Varkaruni. This one from the son of 
Artabhagi. He from the son of Saungi. The 
son of Saungi from the son of Samkrti. He from 
the son of Alambayani. He again from the son 
of Alambi. The son of Alambi from the son of 
Jayanti. He from the son of Mandukayani. 
He in his turn from the son of Màndüki. The 
son of Màndüki from the son of Sandili. The 
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son of Sandili from the son of Rathitari. He 
from the son of Bhaluki. The son of Bhaluki 
from the two sons of Krauficiki. They from the 
son of Vaidabhrti. He from the son of Karga- 
keyi. He again from the son of Pracinayogi. 
He from the son of Samjivi. The son of Sàmjivi 
from Asurivasin, the son of -Prasni. The son of 
Praéni from Asurayana. He from Asuri. 
Asuri— 


MAI, AMA AIS, IZH- 
sama, aan wur, sq gor, afeatasraa:, 
arian freradt arena,  fagrararerriiste- 
manama, afai aimi Rarna, af 
eae: ferme, few: RA: KANRA: 
erdt ufque, «nrvqr, afara ;. 
akaa gar aeu ara araar- 
areataed | 3 I 


3. From Yàjüavalkya. Ydajfiavalkya from 
Uddàlaka. Uddalaka from Aruna. Aruna from 
Upavesi. UpaveSi from Kuéri. Kuéri from 
Vaja$ravas. He from Jihvavat, the son of 
Badhyoga. He from Asita, the son of Varsa- 
gana. He from Harita Kaáyapa. He from 
Silpa Ka$yapa. This one from Kagyapa, the 
son of Nidhruva. He from Vac. She from 
Ambhini. She from the sun. These white 
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Yajuses received from the sun are explained by 
Yajfiavalkya Vajasaneya. 


amam aiga; aisteigat agas: 


nogaang, Agea: Aaa, wicet 
rcu, arkaainen, AARAA: M- 
Ream, mie mea, «rer geb, pA- 
AAA AAAA, ACTA ANNAT- 
IRATA, JE RARA IAA, IATEAT:, 
FT ST RË AR: tw Ul fàr aa ana EU 
FASTA: | l 


4. The same up to the son of Samjivi. The 
son of Samjivi from Māħdūkāyani. Māņdū- 
kayani from  Mandavya. Mandavya from 
Kautsa. Kautsa from Mahitthi. He from 
Vàmakaksayana. He from Sandilya. Sàndilya 
from Vatsya. Vatsya from Kusri. Kusri from 
Yajnavacas, the son of Rajastamba. He from 
Tura, the son of Kavasi. He from Prajapati 
(Hiranyagarbha). Prajapati through his rela- 
tion to Brahman (the Vedas).* Brahman is self- 
born. Salutation to Brahman. 


Now the line of teachers of the whole Upanisad . 
is being given. (They are here named after their 
mothers) because the wife holds the most important 


1 For another interpretation see commentary on II. vi. 3. 
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place (in this ceremony).! It has been mentioned that 
a gifted son is born. Hence the Upanisad is narrating 
the line of teachers by describing the son through the 
name of the mother. These white Yajuses, etc.— 
‘White’ because they are not mixed up (with human 
faults), or these Yajuses are pure or fresh. From 
Prajapati down to the son of Pautimàsi is a descend- 
ing order (if we read it inversely), with the teacher 
always mentioned first. (The line is) the same up to 
the son of Sámjivi. Prajapati through his relation to 
Brahman or the Vedas. That Brahman (the Vedas) 
has come down the line from Prajapati and variously 
branched off among us. It is without beginning and 
end—self-born, or eternal. Salutation to that Brahman 
(the Vedas). And salutation to the teachers who have 
followed it. 


! Because it is she who, being purified through sprinkling 
etc., produces a worthy son. 

? Above shim it bifurcates, to merge again at the top, the 
,Sun being identical with Prajàpati or Hiranyagarbha. 


INDEX 


Aditi, its derivation 31. 
results of meditation on it 
31-33. 
Adityas 532, 534. 
Air, the 
world together 501. 
Ajàta$atru 253. 
dialogue with Gàrgya 254 
et seq. 
Apürva 387. 
Arka, its derivation 15, 26. 
A$va, its derivation 34. 
A$vins 396-398. 
Atman, different from the three 
states 652-653. 
or Brahman 743. 
Its nature 748-752, 769, 777, 
779, 781. 
the ruler and controller of 


all 751. 
6 


779. 

how to realise It 752-756, 

has no connection with work 
762-763. 

not touched by good and 
evil 763-767. 

Its knower free from duality 
765-767. 

everything is loved for its 
sake 775-776. 

is everything 777-781. 

, See also Brahman. 

Austerity, the supreme 838. 


Bhartrprapafica, criticised 337- 
340, 378, 471, 669, 679- 
682, 753, 804. 

Bliss, its measure in deep sleep 
685-690. 

Body, not the experiencer 274- 
275. 


string holding the Brahman, 


gross and subtle 334-343, 
589, 607. 

not the seer 605. 

Bondage, its cause rI90-I9I. 

knower of It ab- 
solved from the regular 
rites 51-52 ; from all rites 
482-489, must be re- 
spected 558. 

Its definition 319. 

Its nature 565-568. 

conditioned, not the highest 
truth 255; meditation on 
it and its result 257-266; 
its gross and subtle forms 
329-336. 

knowledge of It 147, 159; 
not connected with activ- 
ity 129-135; its necessity 
143-144; through it one 
becomes all 145ff; men 
specially entitled to it 144; 
attainable even to-day 
161-162 ; gods do not like 
our attaining it 172, but 
cannot thwart it 165; des- 
troys ignorance immedi- 
ately 165-168. 

individual self identical with 
145-160. 

is infinite, 801-802. 

unconditioned 266. 

is one: logicians’ objection 
to this refuted 314-317. 

unknowable 469-473,  5ro- 
SII. 

its unity with Truth 478. 

the ultimate support of the 
world 493-496. 

the Internal Ruler 502-5rr. 

the ultimate cause of every- 
thing 517. 
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has no attributes 517-519. 

proot of Its existence 520- 
524. 

ever the subject 525-520. 

described negatively 556. 

how presented in the Upani- 
sads 556. 

the root of man 559-562. 


how realised 732-736, 743- 
747, 753- 

realised through the pure 
mind 744. 


undifferentiated and  differ- 
entiated 802-810. 

Om is the symbol of differ- 
entiated 810-813. 

as the elements (Satya) 822. 

as Bhür etc. 828-829. 

meditation on It as limited 
by the mind 830-831. 

as lightning 832. 

as speech 833. 

journey to it after death 


36. 
as food 840-843. 
Brahmana, disciple, the way 
he approaches a teacher 
of lower caste 895. 
Buddhists, their view of the 
self 3, 337, 617. 
their theory that the self is 
both subject and object 
refuted 119-120. 


Castes 105-106, 
181, 
Creation, explained 100-103. 
its ultimate cause is the 
Self 113. 
entrance of the Self into it 
121-123. 
why described in the scrip- 
tures 122. 


174-177, 180- 


Death, means Hiranyagarbha 
30. 


INDEX 


is divided in three ways 28. 

various ways of liberation 
from it 413-421. 

consists of the organs 
their objects 429-432. 

Desire, cause of man's bond- 

age I9O-I9I, 481. 

the root of all activity 19I- 
194. 

springs from ignorance 192. 

their range 193-194. 

dissolves in the case of the 
liberated man 440. 

does not affect the Self 669- 
672. 

cause of transmigration 715- 
720. 

how conquered 717-720. 


and 


e 
Dream-state 281-284, 616, 634- 


652, 690. 

Dreamless sleep 285-286, 645, 
654-690. 

Earth, its creation 26-27. 

Ether, unmanifested, is the 
cause of the world 514- 


517. ; 
Evil, natural propensity to, 
how overcome 60-61. 
company to be avoided 67. 


Faith 254. 
Fear 96. 
Fire, creation of 105. 

First Cause, the Supreme Self 


290, 378, 379-390. 


Five fires, meditation on them 
897-906. 

Food, seven kinds 168-201, 
204-216. 


of the animals 207. 

result of meditation on the 
three foods 238. 

prohibition with regard to it 
880-883. 


INDEX 


Gargi 512 et seq. 
Gargya 253. 
dialogue with Ajatasatru 
255 et seq. 
Gayatri 848-860. 
Gods, not different from Viraj 
106. 
do not like men’s attaining 
knowledge 172-189. 
their food 206. 
chief among them 243. 
their number according to 


groupings 531-539. 


Hiranyagarbha 1, 5, 6, 8, 343, 
461, 584. 
indentified with the intellect 


25. 
is he the Supreme Self or 
the individual self 107-108. 
has sixteen digits 225-226. 
identification with him leads 
to freedom from joys and 
sorrows 238-239. 
his limbs 828-829. 
Hità 284, 588, 656. 
Horse sacrifice, its result 6. 
its importance 7. 
meditation on different parts 
of the horse in it 8-14. 
its derivative explanations 


34. 
meditation connected with 
it 35-39. 
the highest of rites 460. 
performers of 464. 


Idealists, deny the self 622. 
Ignorance 7, 149. 
PUDE DOSEd on Brahman 


149. 
the ateg of duality 156, 
373-37 
destroyed by knowledge 165- 
16 
the root of desire 192. 
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is relative existence 347. 

when it is destroyed, the 
individual self merges in 
the Supreme Self 367-372. 

identifies the Self with the 
intellect etc. 615. 

not a natural characteristic 
of the Selí 655-660. 

its cessation is liberation 


722. 

Ignorant, the food of the gods 
187-190. 

Immortality, cannot be attain- 
ed through wealth 352, 
773- 

Indra 395, 534, 587. 

Intellect, as Brahinan 8r19-82r. 

Intelligence, Pure, is the 
Supreme Self 367. 


Janaka 255,570, 585, 595- 
Jiva. See Self. 


Karma-K4anda 4. 

Kátyàyani 351, 772-773. 
Knowledge, the means to it 
98-99, 254, 409-410. 
right knowledge, the only 

means to liberation 132. 
and attainment of the Self 
are identical 139-140. 
contradictory to work 170, 
452.  . 
destroys ignorance 165-168. 
not attainable through rites 
182-183. 
its results are eternal 184- 
I85. 
and work, their different 
results and spheres 348- 
350. 
leads independently to the 
highest goal 349. 


is unity 373-376. 
Ksatriyas 174. 


Liberation 143, 728. 
its means 132, 771. 
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dissolves death and action 
40. 
ia not an effect, and so 
cannot result from work 
449-459. 
is not the result of the 
regular rites 449-456. 
cognition of bliss in, 564-568. 
is not a change of condition 
720-726. 
is cessation of ignorance 722. 
irem liberation 734, 836- 
37- 
Limiting adjuncts 362. 
Logicians, their views refuted 
17-25. 
their objection to the unity 
of the self refuted 314- 


317. 
their view of the self 337. 
Madhu:Vidyà 397-404. 


teachers of 405-408. 
Mahiman 112. 


Maitreyi 350-356, 368, 371- 
373, 376, 377, 772-776, 
781-784. 

Maya 403 


See also Ignorance. 
Meditation, defined 65. 
should be on the Self 136- 
138. 
combined with rites 185. 
is the means to the world 
of the gods 229. 
its tvpes and results 414-428. 
produces different results 
from mere rites 455-456. 
based on resemblance 152- 
153, 421-428. 
Mind, its nature 213-215. 
its form and function 217- 


219. 

part of the subtie body 337, 
343- 

‘Monks, give up the holy 


thread, study of 
Vedas, etc. 484-487. 


the 


INDEX 


Name, and form, the cause oí 

relativity 362, 478. 
Naiyàyikas. See Logicians. 
Negation, its four kinds 24. 
Nerves, their colours 656, 734. 
Nihilist 16, 19. 


Om, the symbol of Brahman 
810-813. 
Organs, as the gods and the 
Asuras 4I. 
benefited by food 72. 
not the experiencer 
body 273. 
are of the same category as 
the objects 366. 
and their objects 433-437. 
their dissolution at death 
39. 
uc as Brahman and its 
results 572-585. 
their 1iespective excellence 
870-872; their dispute over 
this 872-379. 


in the 


Parable, of the fowler Prince 
303-304. 
Prajapati 534. 
See also Hiranyagarbha 
: and Viràj. 
Prarabdha, works even after 


Knowledge 185. 
Pravahana 887 et seq. 
Pravargya 397-398. 

Prayers, of a dying person 
who has combined medi- 

tation and rites 863-865. 


Rationalists 108. 
Rebirth, its cause 445-446. 
Renunciation, the way to 
Brahman and Knowledge 
, 481-401, 749. 
inculcated 757-761, 785-796. 
Righteousness (Dharma), con- 
Meet of the, Kgatriyas 
178. 


INDEX 


is the same as Truth 179. 
Rites, the regular 6, 449-456 ; 
not compulsory on 
knowers of Brahman 51-52. 
their results belong to the 
relative world 93tf, 100, 


184. ; 

are for the ignorant 173, 
187. 

cannot lead to Knowledge 
182-185. 

combined with meditation 


185 ; lead to identity with 
Hiranyagarbha 456-457. 

of entrusting 231-235. 

cannot lead to liberation 
449-453, 454-456. 

the highest of them 460. 

their results 736-737. 

are for the purification of 
the mind 754. 

Rudras 532-533. 


Sacrifice, the new and full 
moon 206. 
for material ends 
aged 207. 
for attaining greatness 918- 
931. 
for attaining a particular 
kind of child 932-942. 
` Vi$vajit 449-450. 


discour- 


Sàman 846. 

Sàmkhyas, their view of the 
self 337. 

on the state of liberation 

564ft. 

Sannyāsa, who is entitled to 
756-759. 

Senses, outgoing by nature 
320, 404. l 


See also Organs. 

Self, not established through 
perception or inference 
118, Mimarmsaka view in 
this matter 4. 
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denied by the Buddhist 3, 
617-622. 

neither fhe agent nor con- 
nected with action 54. 
278, 288, 647-652. 

Its nature 113, IT5, 
118-120, 655-660. 

cannot be both subject and 
object 119-120. 

Its entrance into the uni- 
verse I2I-I23. 

is the real entity behind the 
vital force, senses, etc. 
124. 

Its right comprehension 125. 
meditation on It is not an 
origina! injunction 126. 
Its knowledge leads to 

knowledge of everything. 


I16, 


139. 

Its attainment and knowl- 
edge identical 139-140. 
why It should be known 

I41. 
why It is the dearest 141, 


355. nee Ss 
identity of individual, and 


Brahman 145-160, 477, 
590-592. 

and ignorance 252ff. 
individual, not a part or 


modification of the Su- 
preme 277, 299-307. 

distinct from body, organs, 
etc. 276, 692, 630. 

in deep sleep merges in its 
own Self 279-280, 289. 

the First Cause 290 

its relative condition not 
real 306. 

Supreme, or unconditioned 

rahman 336. 

views of other schools about 
it refuted 337-340, 671. 

its transcendental and 
relative aspects — 341ff. 
479-481, 594. 

how to realise It 355-356. 
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relative world, a 
imposition on 356. 

is everything 3574360. 

is Pure Intelligence 370. 


super- 


fettered, its fate at death 
444. 

individual, transmigrates 
467-468. 


its cosmic relations 586-592. 
the light in man 596. 

its various states 608-637. 
individual 60g. 


ilumines the body aggre- 
gate 612. 

is self-effulgent 6o9ff, 611, 
617. 


why it does not know itself 
in deep sleep 662-665, 
672-676, 682-685. 

unaffected by desire 
impressions 669-672. 

view of it both as one and 
multiple refuted 679-682. 
See also Átman and Brah- 


and 


man. 
individual, at death 692-708. 
after death, of the bound 
707-716; of the liberated 
720. 
Svetaketu 887 et seq. 


Taijasa 588. 
Transmigration 
692. 

its cause 7159720. 
different ways for it 885. 
Truth 388. 


630, 632-633, 


Uktha 844. 
Udgitha 40, 78-85. 
meditation on it 41. 
its identification with the 
vital force 80. 


INDEX 


its undifferentiated condi- 
tion 113-II4. 

is the result of man’s 
natural thoughts and 
actions 202-204. 

is ephemeral 211. 

consists of name, form and 


action 247-251. 
springs from the Supreme 


Self and not the indi- 
vidual self 295-303. 
superimposed on the Selt 


356. 
Upanisads, derivative meaning 

of the word r. 

their aim 5, 6, 54, 171. 

valid authority 308-311. 

and ritualistic portion of 
the Vedas do not clash 
313-314. 

no contradiction in them 
310. 


Vaisesikas, on the nature of 
the self 337, 671, 708. 
on the state ot liberation 

564. 
Vai$vadeva offering 205. 
Vai$vánara 587-599, 591. 
as gastric fire 835. 
Vai$yas 177. 
Vàmadeva 162. 
Vasus 532, 533. 
Vedas, their object 1-2. 
authority in superconscious 
matters 47, 459. 
aim at giving knowledge 
and not at prescribing 
actions 47-59, 132-134. 
only informative and not 
creative 154. 
authoritative 362. 
instruct according to tem- 
perament 231-235. 


Universe, springs from ignor- Vedic work is twofold 4-5. 


ance 5-7. 
its projection 
295-303. 


I5-16, 


its twofold results 4-5. 


rro, Viraj 587-588. 


is fire 27, 93, 18r. 


INDEX 


is divided in three ways 28. 

meditation on 28. 

his creation 30. 

his knowledge of unity due 
to pure birth and best 
Samskáras 97-98. 

manifested the gods 106. 

his body 464. 

Vi$va 588. 

Vital force, foremost of the 
organs 60-63, 75, 240-242, 
867, 873-877. 

its purity 64, 71. 

Meditation on 61, 234-238 ; 
its results, 65-68, 245-246, 
257-266. 

the eater of all food 70. 

shares its food with other 
organs 72. 

extolled 76. 

its fivefold function 216. 

is not the experiencer 
268-270. 

being a comnpound is for the 
benefit of something else 
275. 

its eight forms 537-545. 

its forms according to the 
quarters 547-554. 

the support of the body and 
the heart 554-555. 

as Uktha 844. mt 

as Yajus 845. 

as Saman 846. 
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as Gayatri 848-856; the 
result of such meditation 
859-862. 
Vyása 349. 
Way, of the gods 905-912. 
of the Manes 912-917. 
Wealth, cannot lead to im- 


mortality 352. 
Work, its result 6. 
produces certain result 164. 
dissolves in the case of the 
liberated 170, 44 
contradictory to 
edge 170, 452. 
the cause of rebirth 445-446. 
good, produces good results, 
and bad, the opposite 


..446,. 447. 
its fourfold function 448-449. 
does not remove ignorance. 
451. 
cannot affect the Self 484. 
See also rites. 

World, the three worlds and 
the means to attain them 
229. 

relative, a superimposition 
on the Self 356. 


Knowl- 


Yàajfüavalkya 351-353, 355, 
367, 371, 372, 570-586, 
590-591, 594-601, 771-773. 
, 781, 783-785. 

Yajus 845 

Yogacara school 19, 274, 337. 
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